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Abstract 
 
Receptor tyrosine kinase (RTK) signalling is frequently deregulated in cancers, 
developmental syndromes and metabolic diseases. The fibroblast growth factor 
(FGF) receptor (FGFR) family of RTKs have pleiotropic roles in development, 
metabolism and tissue homeostasis. A decade of deep sequencing studies has 
led to the discovery of somatic cancer-associated alterations in FGFRs including 
point mutations, gene fusions and amplifications. Missense substitutions appear 
most frequently in FGFR3 and FGFR2, some of which have been implicated as 
oncogenic drivers. This has led to rapid progress in anti-FGFR therapies. 
 
This work compares and analyses twenty five reported FGFR kinase domain (KD) 
variants using FGFR3 as a model. Kinase activity assays were developed to 
screen missense substitutions in vitro using purified FGFR3 KD proteins. It was 
found that hyperactive mutations did not necessarily occur frequently and 
conversely, frequently occurring mutation 'hotspots' were not necessarily kinase 
hyperactive. Cellular models of FGFR mutations suggested that hyperactive 
mutants activated signalling but did not always transform cells. Investigations into 
the ligand binding characteristics of a subset of activating mutants revealed 
mutation specific signatures of binding properties. However, there appeared to 
be no link between KD activity and stability. These results reinforce the 
importance of screening clinical tumours prior to treatment to provide better data-
driven therapies for patients. 
 
Endocrine FGFR signalling was also explored in this work. Klotho family proteins 
bind to specific FGFs and FGFRs to signal through endocrine signalling 
complexes regulating diverse metabolic activities. This work developed and 
optimised methods to express and purify components of these binary and ternary 
signalling complexes. Preliminary biophysical experiments were then performed 
to begin to understand the protein-protein interactions involved in complex 
formation. This will inform the rational design of therapies already in development 
for targeting deregulated endocrine FGFR signalling in various metabolic 
disorders and cancer. 
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Chapter 1: Introduction 
 
1.1 Introduction to receptor tyrosine kinases (RTKs) 
 
The eukaryotic protein kinase (EPK) superfamily makes up one of the largest groups of 
homologous proteins. It constitutes 1.7% of the human genome with 500 members 
related by their function as enzymes that add a phosphoryl moiety to proteins in a 
reversible catalytic process known as the kinase reaction (Manning et al., 2002). In 
humans, the kinase activity of EPKs is mediated by their dynamic and flexible catalytic 
kinase domain (KD). This leads them to mediate most cellular signal transduction, 
regulating diverse cellular and metabolic functions through phosphorylation of specific 
amino acids in 30% of the human proteome. Despite diversity in sequence, structure, 
substrate specificities and regulation kinases share specific structural features of their 
catalytic core (Hanks and Hunter, 1995). Their amino acid-specific activities facilitate 
their grouping into two main subfamilies based on their target phosphorylation site: 
serine/threonine kinases, and tyrosine kinases. The tyrosine kinase family is further 
subdivided into receptor tyrosine kinases (RTKs) and non-receptor tyrosine kinases 
based on whether they possess, or lack, a transmembrane domain respectively. 
Fibroblast growth factor receptors (FGFRs) are members of the RTK subfamily that also 
includes other closely related members such as epidermal growth factor receptor 
(EGFR), platelet derived growth factor receptors (PDGFRs), vascular endothelial growth 
factor receptors (VEGFRs) and KIT. 
 
RTKs are cell surface receptors that make up the second largest family of membrane-
spanning proteins in metazoans. They mediate numerous physiological processes 
including cell growth, migration, survival, differentiation, development, metabolism and 
tissue homeostasis. The 58 known RTK members in humans are classified into 20 
subfamilies based on sequence homology and domain organisation of family members 
(Lemmon and Schlessinger, 2010). All RTKs comprise an extracellular ligand binding 
domain linked to the intracellular kinase via a single-helical transmembrane domain 
(Figure 1.1). RTK activation and signalling occurs upon dimerisation and/or 
conformational changes induced by cognate ligand binding to the extracellular domain, 
which leads to trans-autophosphorylation of intracellular tyrosines and activation of the 
catalytic KD. 
 
1.1.1 RTKs in cancer 
More than half a century of RTK research has revealed that deregulated RTK signalling 
is responsible for several pathologies, from germline mutations causing developmental  
16 
 
 
Figure 1.1 The human family of receptor tyrosine kinases (RTKs). The 58 members of the 
human family of RTKs are subdivided into 20 RTK subfamilies, each with one to five members 
per subfamily. The domain organisation of members within each subfamily is illustrated in 
schematic representation, showing the diversity of structural folds and domains of the 
extracellular domains within the RTK family. In comparison, the intracellular tyrosine kinase 
domain (the defining feature of the protein family, shown as red rectangles) is better conserved 
across subfamilies. Figure from (Lemmon and Schlessinger, 2010). 
 
 
syndromes and somatic mutations contributing to oncogenesis (McDonell et al., 2015). 
At least ten RTK families have been observed to be mutated in congenital diseases, 
cancers, or both (Robertson et al., 2000). In addition there is substantial crosstalk 
between RTKs such that they are often co-activated in cancers (Xu and Huang, 2010) 
whereby two or more RTKs coordinate their signalling responses to evade regulatory 
cellular mechanisms that normally prevent tumour formation. Although RTKs were 
initially disregarded in drug development because of a lack of causative evidence for 
their carcinogenic roles alongside concerns over inhibitor specificity and on- and off-
target toxicities, RTKs have been considered important targets in cancer for over a 
decade (Krause and Van Etten, 2005). Therefore, efforts to develop RTK targeted 
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therapies as treatments rapidly evolved leading to several RTK inhibitors progressing to 
clinical trials. The first inhibitor to be approved was Imatinib (2001) which specifically 
targets the non-receptor tyrosine kinase Breakpoint Cluster Region-Abelson (BCR-ABL) 
fusion protein found in chronic myeloid leukaemia (Druker et al., 1996). The success of 
this targeted therapy provided the necessary proof-of-concept evidence that fuelled the 
clinical progression of further anti-RTK clinical candidates and to date more than 20 have 
been approved to treat various malignancies (Table 1.1). Several of these therapies 
target relatively well-studied RTKs such as EGFR and VEGFR. Although many approved 
RTK inhibitors also exhibit variable levels of efficacy against other RTKs including 
FGFRs, due to their promiscuous nature and multi-kinase targets, therapies developed 
specifically against FGFRs are lagging behind other RTKs, and to date there are still no 
cancer therapies approved on the basis of FGFR targeting. FGFRs are known 
oncogenes, estimated to be mutated in about 7% of solid tumours of all cancer types 
(Guagnano et al., 2012, Helsten et al., 2016) and in haematological cancers, and remain 
important clinical targets. However, to date the efficacy of FGFR targeting in the clinic 
has been variable despite pre-clinical predictions of FGFRs as good therapeutic targets 
in all types of cancers (Babina and Turner, 2017). Additionally, the multi-kinase 
promiscuity of many approved RTK inhibitors causes on- and off-target toxicities of 
varying levels of seriousness in the clinic (Shah et al., 2013a, Shah et al., 2013b). In 
particular, effects of activating driver mutations on clinical efficacy of chemotherapies 
must not be underestimated. This is less well-studied and might account in part for the 
differences in patient sensitivity and response to targeted therapies observed in the 
clinic. Therefore, there is an urgent need for pre-clinical studies aimed at deepening our 
understanding of the biology, physiology and pathophysiology of oncogenic mutant 
RTKs. This will inform patient selection during clinical trials, accelerate the progression 
of targeted therapies (with fewer side-effects) up the clinical ladder and provide more 
efficacious therapeutic solutions for subsets of cancers, particularly those that warrant 
as yet insufficient clinical attention. 
 
1.1.2 Acquired resistance to RTK inhibitors in the clinic 
Another phenomenon which currently limits the efficacy of RTK inhibitors in the clinic is 
the emergence of resistance mutations in tumours in response to targeted therapies. 
Resistance mutations have been observed across kinases as a tumour relapse 
mechanism in response to ATP-competitive small molecule inhibitors, first observed in 
the clinic in the BCR-ABL kinase following Imatinib treatment (Gorre et al., 2001, Shah 
et al., 2002). Point mutations commonly occur at the ‘gatekeeper’ residue in the ATP 
binding pocket, hindering inhibitor binding through introduction of a sterically and 
chemically distinct residue (T315I in BCR-ABL) to the original gatekeeper residue. 
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Table 1.1 Current small molecule and monoclonal antibody inhibitors approved for the 
treatment of human cancers based on receptor tyrosine kinase (RTK) targeting. 
 
Inhibitor (brand name) Main RTK Targets Cancer type Year of first approval (US) 
Afatinib (Gilotrif) EGFR, HER2 NSCLC 2013 
Alectinib (Alecensa) ALK NSCLC 2015 
Axitinib (Inlyta) VEGFR1-3 RCC 2012 
Cabozantinib (Cometriq, 
Cabometyx) MET, VEGFR2 MTC, RCC 2012 
Ceritinib (Zykadia) ALK NSCLC 2014 
Cetuximab (Erbitux) EGFR EGFR+ CC, NSCLC 2009 
Crizotinib (Xalkori) ALK NSCLC 2011 
Erlotinib (Tarceva) EGFR, HER1 NSCLC, PC 2004 
Gefitinib (Iressa) EGFR NSCLC 2009 
Imatinib (Gleevec) KIT, PDGFR CML, GIST 2001 
Lapatinib (Tykerb) EGFR, HER2 BC, HER2+ 2007 
Lenvatinib (Lenvima) VEGFR2-3 TC, RCC 2015/16 
Osimertinib (Tagrisso) EGFR NSCLC, refractory 2015 
Palbociclib (Ibrance) ER+, HER2 BC, HER2- 2015 
Panitumumab (Vectibix) EGFR EGFR+ CC 2006 
Pazopanib (Votrient) VEGFR1-3 RCC 2009 
Pegaptanib (Macugen)* VEGFR1-3 MD* 2004 
Ponatinib (Iclusig) PDGFR, VEGFR2 CML, ALL 2013 
Regorafenib (Stivarga) VEGFR1-3, PDGFR CC, GIST 2012 
Sorafenib (Nexavar) VEGFR1-3 RCC, HCC 2005 
Sunitinib (Sutent) PDGFR, KIT CML, GIST, RCC 2006 
Trastuzumab (Herceptin) HER2 HER2+ BC, GIST 2010 
Vandetanib (Caprelsa) VEGFR2 MTC 2011 
 
RTK Abbreviations: EGFR [epidermal growth factor receptor]; HER [human epidermal growth 
factor receptor]; ALK [anaplastic lymphoma kinase]; VEGFR [vascular endothelial growth factor 
receptor]; MET [hepatocyte growth factor receptor]; KIT [stem cell growth factor receptor]; ER+ 
[oestrogen receptor positive]; PDGFR [platelet derived growth factor receptor]. 
 
Cancer Abbreviations: NSCLC [non small cell lung cancer]; RCC [renal cell carcinoma]; MTC 
[medullary thyroid cancer]; PC [pancreatic cancer]; CML [chronic myeloid leukaemia]; GIST 
[gastrointestinal stromal tumours]; BC [breast cancer]; TC [thyroid cancer]; ALL [acute 
lymphocytic leukaemia]; CC [colorectal cancer]; HCC [hepatocellular carcinoma]. 
 
* Inhibitor approved for treatment of the non-malignant disease, MD [macular degeneration] 
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Mutations at the corresponding gatekeeper threonine have been observed in relapsed 
tumours in response to inhibitors targeting various RTKs such as PDGFR (Cools et al., 
2003), KIT (Tamborini et al., 2004), EGFR (Kobayashi et al., 2005, Pao et al., 2005) and 
anaplastic lymphoma kinase (ALK) (Choi et al., 2010). Therefore the effects of resistance 
mutations, including at non-gatekeeper residues, on clinical efficacy of RTK inhibitors 
must be anticipated as important limitations of targeted chemotherapy (Azam and Daley, 
2006). More pre-clinical and clinical research is required to elucidate molecular 
mechanisms by which resistance mutations act to hinder inhibitor binding. This will 
facilitate the development of second generation RTK inhibitors to overcome the problem 
of clinical resistance by several distinct mechanisms. 
 
FGFRs are strongly implicated oncogenes, commonly mutated in all types of cancers. 
Despite this, no approved clinical therapies exist, and additionally FGFRs have also been 
shown to acquire resistance mutations in a human tumour cell line in response to FGFR-
targeted therapies (Chell et al., 2013). This pre-clinical study underscores the importance 
of a molecular understanding of therapeutic targeting in addition to in vivo and clinical 
studies in order to pre-empt possible ‘escape’ mechanisms of tumours in response to 
treatment. An understanding of molecular mechanisms by which other mutations might 
also affect inhibitor sensitivity, efficacy and ultimately FGFR pathophysiology in the clinic 
is vital to guide patient selection during clinical trials with the aim of a future personalised 
approach to cancer treatment. It is for these reasons that the biology, cancer mutations 
and signalling of FGFRs have been studied in this work from a molecular perspective, to 
contribute molecular detail to the emerging field of FGFR therapeutics which is still in its 
infancy. In the next section, the FGFR family of RTKs is introduced with respect to FGFR 
biology, physiology and signalling from a structural and biochemical perspective. 
 
1.2 Introduction to FGFRs 
 
The four main FGFR paralogues, FGFR1-4, comprise a modular structure typical of 
RTKs consisting of an extracellular region, a single-pass transmembrane domain and an 
intracellular region which contains the tyrosine KD. In normal physiology, signals are 
transduced through FGFRs in response to the extracellular domain binding to ligand 
fibroblast growth factors (FGFs) in the presence of specific proteoglycan co-factors or 
protein co-receptors. However, due to the involvement of FGFR signalling in numerous 
aspects of physiology, the consequences of pathway malfunction and deregulated FGFR 
signalling lead to the development of several diseases such as cancers, metabolic 
diseases and developmental disorders (Wilkie, 2005, Beenken and Mohammadi, 2009, 
Turner and Grose, 2010, Itoh and Ornitz, 2011, Carter et al., 2015). 
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In the next sections, the features of FGFs, FGFRs and their resultant ternary signalling 
complexes with co-factors or co-receptors that arbitrate successful signal transduction 
will be discussed. There will be a focus on the structural features of FGF and FGFR 
proteins that allow them to perform their specific functions, as well as on the molecular 
mechanisms that intricately activate and regulate FGF-FGFR signalling. The precise 
mechanisms behind deregulated FGFR signalling and the ensuing pathophysiological 
implications will be presented. Finally, the current breadth of therapeutic strategies in 
clinical development for targeting deregulated FGFR signalling will be summarised. 
 
1.3 Overview of FGFR signalling 
 
The FGF family of FGFR ligands comprises 22 members in humans, grouped into seven 
subfamilies based on their phylogeny, sequence homology and structure (Figure 1.2) 
(Itoh and Ornitz, 2004). Five of these subfamilies (comprising 15 FGFs) function as 
paracrine-acting ‘canonical’ ligands, while each of the other subfamilies (comprising 
three and four FGFs respectively) function as either intracellular-acting factors or 
endocrine-acting hormones respectively (Itoh and Ornitz, 2011). Canonical paracrine 
and hormonal endocrine FGFs are secreted proteins that bind to FGFRs at the cell 
surface. Paracrine FGFs form functional signalling complexes with FGFRs in the 
presence of heparan sulphate (HS) proteoglycan moieties at the plasma membrane 
(detailed in section 1.5.6), while endocrine FGFs bind with high affinity to FGFRs only in 
the presence of co-receptor proteins of the Klotho family and in a HS independent 
manner (discussed in detail in Chapter 4). Paracrine FGFs play vital roles in embryonic 
development and tissue homeostasis in adults, reviewed in (Ornitz and Itoh, 2015), while 
endocrine FGFs regulate diverse aspects of metabolism (reported in detail in Chapter 
4). In contrast, although intracellular FGFs share structural homology to canonical FGFs, 
they are not secreted and do not bind to FGFRs (Olsen et al., 2003) and have FGFR-
independent intracrine roles in the regulation of voltage gated sodium channels (Goldfarb 
et al., 2007). For these reasons they will not be discussed further. 
 
The classical FGFR extracellular region comprises three immunoglobulin (Ig) fold-like 
domains (D1, D2 and D3) separated by short linker regions, linked via a single-pass type 
I transmembrane helix to the intracellular region which contains a juxtamembrane region 
and a ‘split’ tyrosine kinase catalytic domain (Figure 1.3). The four FGFR genes (FGFR1-
4) are alternatively spliced to give rise to approximately 50 different FGFR isoforms, of 
which the most important splicing events affect the extracellular D3 domain of FGFR1-3 
giving rise to canonical ‘c’ or alternative ‘b’ isoforms (detailed in section 1.4). FGF ligands 
signal through these splice isoforms in tissue specific pathways and the downstream 
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Figure 1.2 Phylogenetic classification of the human FGF gene family. The 22 FGF genes are 
grouped into seven subfamilies based on sequence and structure-based analyses, with two to 
four members per subfamily. The evolutionary distance between genes is proportionally 
represented by the lengths of the branches. The 15 ‘canonical’ paracrine-acting FGFs make up 
five subfamilies and require heparin or heparan sulphate moieties as co-factors for signalling 
through FGFRs. The endocrine subfamily members act as hormones and require a Klotho family 
co-receptor for signalling. The ‘intracrine’ FGF subfamily do not bind or signal through FGFRs 
and act intracellularly as co-factors for other molecules. Figure from (Ornitz and Itoh, 2015). 
 
 
molecular and physiological outcome of signalling depends on the particular FGF, FGFR 
and co-factor/co-receptor composition of the context-dependent ternary signalling 
complex. In general, paracrine and endocrine FGFs bind to the extracellular domains of 
FGFRs in the presence of HS co-factors or Klotho co-receptors respectively, triggering 
lateral dimerisation and/or activation of FGFRs at the cell surface and trans-
autophosphorylation of the intracellular tyrosine KDs. The phosphorylated tyrosines on 
the activated KDs act as docking sites for the recruitment of substrate adaptor and 
effector proteins which also influence the specific response out of the myriad of possible 
downstream physiological outcomes (Figure 1.4). The two main intracellular FGFR 
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effectors are phospholipase C gamma (PLCγ) and the adaptor FGFR substrate 2 (FRS2) 
which bind to specific phosphorylated tyrosines on activated FGFRs and trigger distinct 
cellular signalling pathways (Figure 1.4). Spatial and temporal expression of FGFs and 
FGFRs (and Klotho co-receptors, discussed in Chapter 4) coupled with inherent 
sequence differences within FGFs and FGFR isoforms serve as key regulators of the 
outcome of FGFR signal transduction (Beenken and Mohammadi, 2009). The pleiotropic 
physiological roles of FGF signal transduction are presented in the next section, followed 
by the molecular determinants of FGFR signalling. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 1.3 Domain organisation and representative structures of FGFRs. (a) Domain 
representation of the four members of the FGFR family of receptor tyrosine kinases (FGFR1-4). 
The extracellular region comprises three immunoglobulin-like domains (D1, D2 and D3) 
separated by short linker regions. The D1-D2 linker region contains a sequence of acidic residues 
termed the acid box (AB) (coloured green). The second half of the D3 domain (shaded purple) 
can be alternatively spliced to produce canonical ‘c’ or alternative ‘b’ splice isoforms. The 
ectodomain links via a single-pass transmembrane (TM) helix to the intracellular region which is 
comprised of a juxtamembrane (JM) segment and a ‘split’ catalytic tyrosine kinase domain (KD). 
(b) Structures of the domains in a are depicted in cartoon representation using representative 
crystal structures of FGFR3, coloured as in a. ‘N’ and ‘C’ label the amino- and carboxy-terminal 
ends of each structure. Shown are the D2-D3 extracellular region (left panel) [PDB: 1RY7] (Olsen 
et al., 2004), TM helix (middle panel) [PDB: 2LZL] (Bocharov et al., 2013) and both parts of the 
‘split’ KD (right panel) [PDB: 4K33] (Huang et al., 2013b). 
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Figure 1.4 Overview of canonical paracrine FGFR signalling pathways. FGF ligands bind to 
FGFRs in the presence of heparan sulphate (HS) at the cell surface, inducing dimerisation of 
FGFRs and activation of the intracellular tyrosine kinase domains (KDs) through trans-
autophosphorylation of KD tyrosines. Activated KDs phosphorylate tyrosines on downstream 
adaptor and effector proteins triggering signalling cascades that regulate a myriad of physiological 
outcomes. The two primary intracellular FGFR effectors are PLCγ and the FRS2α adaptor protein. 
Activated PLCγ hydrolyses PIP2 to IP3 and DAG. DAG activates PKC which phosphorylates its 
substrate MARCKS, while IP3 stimulates the release of intracellular calcium, activating calcium-
binding proteins such as calcineurin. Calcium-bound activated calcineurin induces NFAT to 
translocate to the nucleus, and MARCKS and nuclear NFAT activity then modulate cell motility. 
In comparison, FRS2α is constitutively bound to the juxtamembrane region of FGFRs where it 
also binds GRB2, serving as a signalling hub for the activation of distinct downstream pathways. 
In the first, GRB2 recruits the guanine nucleotide exchange factor SOS, which activates the Ras-
RAF-MEK-MAPK cascade. Activated MAPK translocates to the nucleus and promotes cell 
proliferation through activation of immediate early gene transcription factors such as FOS. In the 
second, GRB2 recruits GAB1 which activates the PI3K-PDK-AKT pathway. Activated AKT 
inactivates the pro-apoptotic proteins BAD, BAX, Caspase 9 and the FOX O transcription factor, 
inducing a cell survival response. In a different cellular context for endocrine signalling, FGFRs 
associate with Klotho family proteins (instead of HS) and specific endocrine-acting FGFs to 
modulate aspects of metabolism through activation of the same downstream pathways (detailed 
in Chapter 4). Phospholipase C gamma (PLCγ), FGFR substrate 2α (FRS2α), 
phosphatidylinositol-4,5-bisphosphate (PIP2), inositol-1,4,5-trisphosphate (IP3), diacylglycerol 
(DAG), protein kinase C (PKC), myristoylated alanine-rich C-kinase substrate (MARCKS), nuclear 
factor of activated T cells (NFAT), growth factor receptor bound protein-2 (GRB2), son of 
sevenless (SOS), rat sarcoma GTPase (Ras), rapidly accelerated fibrosarcoma kinase (RAF), 
mitogen-activated protein kinases (MEK and MAPK), GRB2-associated binding protein 1 (GAB1), 
phosphoinositide-3-kinase (PI3K), phosphoinositide-dependent kinase (PDK), protein kinase B 
(PKB or AKT), BCL2-associated death promoter (BAD), BCL2-associated X protein (BAX), 
Caspase 9 (CASP 9), forkhead box class O (FOX O). 
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1.4 Physiological relevance of FGFR signalling 
 
FGFs exert their wide-ranging and non-redundant biological effects in an organised, 
distinct FGFR-isoform, HS-specific and tissue-specific manner. Alternative splicing of 
FGFRs is largely tissue specific, with b and c splice isoforms expressed mostly in 
epithelial or mesenchymal tissues respectively (Miki et al., 1992, Orr-Urtreger et al., 
1993, Goetz and Mohammadi, 2013). A wealth of research has elucidated the FGFR 
isoform specific complexes through which FGFs exert their effects in vitro and in cultured 
cells. It appears that FGFs secreted from mesenchymal tissues preferentially signal 
through epithelial FGFR b splice isoforms, while FGFs secreted from epithelial tissues 
interact predominantly with mesenchymal FGFR c splice isoforms (Finch et al., 1989, 
Ornitz et al., 1996, Zhang et al., 2006b). This results in reciprocal and directional 
paracrine signalling loops that coordinate embryonic development and adult tissue 
homeostasis in vertebrates while preventing illicit, pathophysiological autocrine 
signalling. Reciprocal loops of FGF signalling ubiquitously mediate all kinds of 
organogenesis, as reviewed in (Bottcher and Niehrs, 2005, Pownall and Isaacs, 2010). 
For example, mesenchymal expressed FGF10 signals through epithelial FGFR1b and 
FGFR2b splice isoforms while epithelial expressed FGF8 signals through mesenchymal 
FGFR2c forming reciprocal signalling loops necessary to initiate placenta and limb 
formation (Xu et al., 1998b). In a second example, epithelial FGF9 signalling through 
mesenchymal FGFR1c and FGFR2c causes mesenchymal expression of FGF10 which 
signals through epithelial FGFR2b to regulate caecal development (Zhang et al., 2006c). 
In addition, the formation of FGF7 and FGF10 gradients in the extracellular matrix 
(established by the variable affinities of these FGFs for HS, see section 1.5.1) modulate 
the extent and nature of branching morphogenesis in response to FGF threshold levels 
(Makarenkova et al., 2009). Conversely, endocrine FGF19 subfamily FGFs do not 
mediate this type of reciprocal signalling and organogenesis but control several aspects 
of metabolism in a HS independent and Klotho dependent manner (discussed in detail 
in Chapter 4). 
 
A complete list of FGF-FGFR isoform specificities elucidated to date, summarising 
decades of work, are presented in Table 1.2. This summary demonstrates that members 
within FGF subfamilies mostly function through similar subsets of FGFR isoforms. FGFR 
paracrine signalling in normal physiology is therefore regulated by spatiotemporal and 
tissue specific expression of specific isoforms of FGFs and FGFRs (and HS – see section 
1.5.6). In the next section, the structural and molecular basis for how the signalling 
outcome is determined from all possible physiological effects is described. This will be 
presented with a focus on the current understanding of specific structural features of 
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FGFs and FGFRs that govern FGF-FGFR-HS ternary complex formation, FGFR kinase 
activation and catalysis by the tyrosine KD. 
 
 
Table 1.2 Receptor binding specificities of paracrine and endocrine FGFs for FGFR c 
and b splice isoforms. 
 
FGF 
subfamily 
FGF 
member 
Co-factor / 
co-receptor FGF receptor specificity 
FGF1 
FGF1 
Heparan 
sulphate 
All 
FGF2 FGFR 1c = 3c > 2c = 1b = 4 
FGF4 
FGF4 
FGFR 1c = 2c > 3c = 4 FGF5 
FGF6 
FGF7 
FGF3 
FGFR 2b > 1b 
FGF7 
FGF10 
FGF22 
FGF8 
FGF8 
FGFR 3c = 4 > 2c = 1c FGF17 
FGF18 
FGF9 
FGF9 
FGFR 3c = 2c > 1c = 3b >> 4 FGF16 
FGF20 
FGF19 
FGF19 
βKlotho 
FGFR 1c = 4 > 2c > 3c 
FGF21 FGFR 1c > 3c > 2c >> 4 
FGF23 αKlotho FGFR 1c = 4 > 3c > 2c 
 
Compiled from: (Ornitz and Leder, 1992, Ornitz et al., 1996, Santos-Ocampo et al., 1996, 
Blunt et al., 1997, Ibrahimi et al., 2004, Itoh and Ornitz, 2004, Kurosu et al., 2006, Olsen 
et al., 2006, Urakawa et al., 2006, Zhang et al., 2006b, Ogawa et al., 2007, Kurosu et 
al., 2007, Suzuki et al., 2008, Harada et al., 2009, Ornitz and Itoh, 2015) 
 
 
1.5 Structural determinants of FGF-FGFR-HS complex activation 
 
Several models of FGFR activation have been proposed based on biochemical and 
structural studies. The two main models are the (1) diffusion based model and the (2) 
pre-formed dimer model (Figure 1.5). The diffusion based model has prevailed since the 
1970s and describes a mechanism whereby RTK monomers move laterally within the 
cell membrane, occasionally stochastically colliding and resulting in basal activation in a 
diffusion dependent rate limiting process (Schlessinger et al., 1978). In this model, 
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dimerisation and FGFR activation is strictly ligand dependent. However, recent studies 
have demonstrated the presence of ligand- and density-independent phosphorylated 
FGFR dimers in cells (Comps-Agrar et al., 2015, Sarabipour and Hristova, 2016). In this 
pre-formed dimer model, inactive FGFR dimers (transmembrane domains and KDs in an 
‘inactive’ configuration, non-permissive of autophosphorylation) are activated upon 
ligand binding by triggering a conformational switch to ‘active’ ligand-specific 
configurations of transmembrane helices, leading to correct juxtaposition of the KDs for 
activation. A similar mechanism has been proposed for other RTKs such as EGFR 
(Sarabipour, 2017). It is likely that a combination of both mechanisms exists in vivo, in 
context dependent situations. In this section, the components of FGFR paracrine 
signalling complexes will be introduced, detailing the specific inter-component binary 
contacts that mediate FGFR dimerisation and activation of the ternary complex. The 
endocrine FGFR signalling complexes (where HS is replaced by a Klotho co-receptor) 
will be discussed in detail in Chapter 4. 
 
 
 
 
Figure 1.5 Models of FGFR activation. Two proposed working models for FGFR dimerisation 
and activation. (a) Diffusion based model. FGFR monomers can move laterally within the cell 
membrane in a diffusion-limited manner. Occasionally and stochastically they will collide, forming 
inactive dimers or resulting in basal activation, probably at a level too low for meaningful 
downstream signalling. The rate of activation is limited by diffusion (and thus concentration) of 
FGFR molecules within the membrane, and is strictly ligand dependent. (b) Pre-formed dimer 
model. In this model, FGFRs can exist in equilibrium between monomers and dimers at the cell 
surface, in a process not limited by diffusion or concentration of receptors at the cell surface. 
Some dimers are inactive, while some might exhibit low signalling activity depending on whether 
the juxtaposition of the kinase domains (KDs) is conducive for trans-autophosphorylation. In this 
scenario, ligand binding might serve to reorient the KDs to the correct orientation and/or 
conformation required for full activation, so signalling is partially ligand dependent. 
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1.5.1 Structural features of FGFs impart HS binding affinity and FGFR selectivity 
The human family of FGFs vary in length between 150-300 amino acids (Itoh and Ornitz, 
2004). The domain organisation of all FGFs and representative solved atomic structures 
of one FGF from each subfamily are shown in Figure 1.6. Most paracrine and the 
endocrine FGF subfamilies have an amino- (N-)terminal cleavable secretion signal 
peptide, while the FGF9 subfamily instead has a bipartite uncleaved secretion signal 
sequence (Figure 1.6a). 
 
All FGFs comprise a ‘core’ homology domain which adopts a β-trefoil fold composed of 
approximately 120-125 amino acids. This comprises 12 anti-parallel β-strands (β1-β12) 
in paracrine FGFs. The β10-β12 region (encompassing the β11 strand), as well as other 
residues from regions such as the β1-β2 loop, form the primary site that gives FGFs the 
ability to bind HS (Figures 1.6a and 1.7a), the necessary proteoglycan cofactor for 
paracrine FGFR signalling as first shown for FGF1 and FGF2 (Thornton et al., 1983, 
Shing et al., 1984, Rapraeger et al., 1991, Ornitz and Leder, 1992, Ornitz et al., 1992). 
Indeed, even in this early work, it was shown that FGF1 and FGF2 had distinct binding 
affinities for HS (Lobb and Fett, 1984). Despite having a common structural topology, the 
HS binding site is sequence diverse across FGFs which results in the different binding 
affinities of FGFs for HS (Goetz et al., 2007, Makarenkova et al., 2009, Xu et al., 2012). 
All paracrine FGFs bind HS directly with high or moderate affinity and as a result, HS 
binding can alter FGF signalling capacity by altering conformation, enhancing thermal 
stability and protecting FGFs from proteolysis and inactivation (Gospodarowicz and 
Cheng, 1986, Saksela et al., 1988, Asada et al., 2009, Xu et al., 2012). In addition, the 
length and sulphation pattern of spatiotemporally expressed HS proteoglycans also 
determines the extent of FGF binding and signalling, detailed in section 1.5.6. HS binding 
ultimately controls the extent of diffusion of paracrine FGFs away from their site of 
secretion, allowing them to act locally (Goetz et al., 2007) and to form gradients that 
confer threshold-dependent signalling such as in developmental patterning and 
morphogenesis (Makarenkova et al., 2009). FGF mutations that affect HS binding can 
modulate their diffusion in the extracellular matrix, for example as shown for FGF9 
(Harada et al., 2009, Kalinina et al., 2009). 
 
In endocrine FGFs the β11 strand and its GxxxxGxx(T/S) motif (mostly conserved in 
paracrine FGFs) is missing and replaced by a helix at this position, resulting in loss of 
HS binding affinity for this FGF subfamily (Figure 1.7b). Additionally, endocrine FGF19 
and FGF23 have two and one disulphide bonds respectively (Goetz et al., 2007, Harmer 
et al., 2004) and one of these disulphide linkages appears to be conserved across this 
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FGF subfamily. These key differences between paracrine and endocrine FGFs 
determine their divergent biological functions (detailed above and in Chapter 4). 
 
 
 
 
Figure 1.6 Domain organisation and representative structures of FGFs. (a) Domain 
representation of the paracrine and endocrine FGF subfamily proteins. All FGFs comprise an N-
terminus (purple), a conserved ‘core’ (blue) and a C-terminal tail of variable length (light pink). 
They also comprise a cleavable N-terminal secretion signal peptide (SP, yellow) or a bipartite 
uncleaved secretion signal sequence (SP, orange). Paracrine FGFs also contain a heparin 
binding site (HBS, bright pink). (b) Structures of one member from each of the six FGF subfamilies 
depicted in cartoon representation and shown in the same orientation. N- and C-termini and the 
conserved ‘core’ are coloured purple, blue and light pink as in a. The cysteine residues that form 
disulphide bonds are highlighted as green spheres. FGF1 [PDB: 1RG8] (Bernett et al., 2004), 
FGF4 [PDB: 1IJT] (Bellosta et al., 2001), FGF10 [PDB: 1NUN] (Yeh et al., 2003), FGF8 
[PDB:2FDB] (Olsen et al., 2006), FGF9 [PDB: 1IHK] (Plotnikov et al., 2001), FGF19 [PDB: 1PWA] 
(Goetz et al., 2007). 
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The FGF β-trefoil core is flanked by sequence diverse N- and carboxy- (C-)terminal 
regions (highlighted in Figure 1.6b) that confer sequence specific functional properties 
to FGF subfamilies. For example, the N-terminus of FGF8 is alternatively spliced to 
produce several splice isoforms with distinct FGFR binding specificities and biological 
functions (Crossley and Martin, 1995, Gemel et al., 1996, Blunt et al., 1997, Olsen et al., 
2006). The N- and C-termini of FGF9 contribute to its unique ability to reversibly 
homodimerise (unlike other FGFs which only form monomers); part of the FGFR binding 
site is occluded in the homodimer interface and so the FGF9 dimer autoinhibits FGFR 
binding, modulating signalling by controlling the availability of FGFR-binding-competent 
FGF9 monomers (Harada et al., 2009, Kalinina et al., 2009, Plotnikov et al., 2001, Liu et 
al., 2017). Site-specific proteolytic cleavage of the C-terminal tail of FGF23 results in its 
inactivation, implicating the C-terminal tail in activation of FGF23 (Shimada et al., 2002, 
White et al., 2001). In fact, the C-terminal tails of all endocrine FGFs form the Klotho-
FGFR binding sites, conferring the ability to form specific ternary complexes through 
which they can exert their biological functions (detailed in Chapter 4). 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 1.7 Comparison of the heparin binding site (HBS) on paracrine and endocrine FGFs. 
Structures of (a) paracrine FGF1 bound to a heparin hexasaccharide [PDB: 3OJV] (Beenken et 
al., 2012) and (b) endocrine FGF19 [PDB: 2P23] (Goetz et al., 2007) are shown in the same 
orientation in cartoon representation on a surface and coloured blue, with the heparin moiety 
shown as sticks and coloured grey and by atomic element with nitrogen atoms in navy blue, 
oxygen in red and sulphur in yellow. The HBS of each FGF is coloured bright pink, and the 
contributing β1-β2 loop and the β10-β12 regions are labelled. The pink region includes the 
GxxxxGxx(T/S) motif of the β11 strand in a. Note that the β1-β2 loop is extended and that β11 is 
replaced by α11 in b resulting in steric hindrance and partial loss of the HBS in FGF19, reducing 
its ability to bind heparin. Further details are provided in Chapter 4. 
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Structural studies with several FGFs have been useful in identifying specific sequences 
that confer FGFR binding specificity. Structural studies that included HS in the complex 
shed light on the fact that HS and FGFR binding sites on FGFs do not overlap (detailed 
in section 1.5.6). Several atomic structures of FGF-FGFR complexes have now been 
solved by crystallography, clearly demonstrating the diversity, yet similarity, between the 
FGF-FGFR interfaces. In general, the opposite end of the β-trefoil core to the HS binding 
site forms the FGFR binding region on paracrine FGFs (Mohammadi et al., 2005b). 
Visual examples of FGF-FGFR interfaces revealed through these crystal structures are 
shown in Figure 1.8. These highlight the diversity of the FGFR-binding interface of FGFs 
from different subfamilies (including the variable contributions of N- and C-terminal 
elements in determining binding specificity), as well as differences in FGFR-isoform 
specific conformations of key loops and other sequence elements on FGFRs towards 
different FGFs, which cannot be predicted by sequence analyses. 
 
1.5.2 Structural basis by which FGFs bind to the FGFR ectodomain 
Despite only sharing 55-72% sequence identity (Table 1.3a) the four FGFRs share 
overall structural features important for their function. The extracellular domain 
comprises Ig-like domains D1, D2 and D3 connected by flexible inter-domain linkers. A 
sequence of acidic S/D/E residues in the D1-D2 linker constitutes a feature unique to 
FGFRs called the ‘acid box’ (Figure 1.3a). The D1-D2 linker, including the acid box, and 
the terminal D1 domain, impart receptor cis-autoinhibition by competing with HS and 
FGFs for binding to the D2 domain, and exon skipping that excludes the D1 domain 
and/or the acid box in FGFR1-3 gives rise to FGFR isoforms with different affinities for 
FGFs (Wang et al., 1995, Shimizu et al., 2001, Olsen et al., 2004, Roghani and 
Moscatelli, 2007, Kalinina et al., 2012). Subtle sequence differences in the acid box of 
FGFR1-4 might translate to differences in the equilibrium between autoinhibited and non-
autoinhibited conformational states, providing subtly different energy barriers for binding 
of different FGFs to their cognate receptor subtypes. Ultimately, the D1 domain and the 
D1-D2 linker are dispensable for paracrine ligand binding and the membrane proximal 
D2-D3 region on FGFRs is the necessary and sufficient binding site for paracrine FGFs, 
as shown by mutagenesis studies and numerous crystal structures (Johnson et al., 1990, 
Plotnikov et al., 1999, Stauber et al., 2000, Olsen et al., 2004, Mohammadi et al., 2005b). 
Therefore, FGFRs alternatively spliced to include or exclude the D1 domain are referred 
to as canonical ‘α’ (D1-D3) or alternative ‘β’ (D2-D3) splice isoforms respectively and 
have different affinities for paracrine FGFs. Additionally, as mentioned previously, 
alternative splicing of the FGFR1-3 D3 domain gives rise to b and c splice isoforms 
differing in the C-terminal region of the D3 domain that confers FGF binding specificity 
(Miki et al., 1992, Werner et al., 1992, Chellaiah et al., 1994, Yeh et al., 2003). The 
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structural elements that contribute to the FGF-FGFR interface differ slightly between b 
and c splice isoforms, but subtle differences between isoform specific residues are the 
key determinants of FGF binding specificity (Figure 1.8). The conformation and 
sequence of the βC’-βE loop in the D3 domain (the primary alternatively spliced region) 
is considered the key determinant of FGF binding specificity for FGFRs (Olsen et al., 
2004), although FGF8 also interacts with a different region (the βF-βG loop, Figure 1.8c) 
(Olsen et al., 2006). Therefore the D3 domain, its alternative splicing and the relative D2 
and D3 domain orientations together dictate FGF-FGFR binding specificity. 
 
 
Figure 1.8 Structural basis for the variable receptor binding specificities of different FGFs 
and FGFR splice isoforms. Structures of different complexes of FGFs and FGFR D2-D3 
domains of (a) FGF2-FGFR1c [PDB: 1FQ9] (Schlessinger et al., 2000), (b) FGF10-FGFR2b 
[PDB: 1NUN] (Yeh et al., 2003), (c) FGF8-FGFR2c [PDB: 2FDB] (Olsen et al., 2006) and (d) 
FGF9-FGFR1c [PDB: 5W59] (Liu et al., 2017) showing the binary 1:1 FGF-FGFR interfaces in 
cartoon representation and in the same orientation. FGFs and FGFR D2-D3 are coloured light 
blue and salmon respectively, as in Figures 1.3, 1.6 and 1.7. Additionally, the βB’-βC (cyan), βC’-
βE (black) and βF-βG (green) loops that determine receptor binding specificity are highlighted 
and labelled on the FGFRs, and FGF residues at the FGFR interfaces are shown as sticks and 
coloured yellow (but are not labelled for clarity). Note the relatively invariant positions of the βB’-
βC and βF-βG loops at the interface, while the position and/or ordering of the βC’-βE loop, and 
the relative orientation of the D3 domain, depends on differences in the N- and C-termini of the 
binding FGFs coupled with differences between FGFR isoforms. 
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Table 1.3 Percentage sequence (a) identity and (b) similarity between the full length 
proteins (light red) and kinase domains (light orange) of human FGFR1-4. 
 
(a) Identity 
 
FGFR4  79.9 75.8 76.8 
FGFR3c 50.0  84.1 87.6 
FGFR1c 55.7 63.5  87.6 
FGFR2c 57.2 67.2 71.3  
 FGFR4 FGFR3c FGFR1c FGFR2c 
 
(b) Similarity 
 
FGFR4  84.5 83.1 82.8 
FGFR3c 64.7  91.0 93.4 
FGFR1c 61.7 69.9  91.0 
FGFR2c 63.6 72.5 77.5  
 FGFR4 FGFR3c FGFR1c FGFR2c 
 
 
1.5.3 The role of transmembrane and intracellular juxtamembrane regions 
C-terminal to the extracellular region is the single helical transmembrane domain which 
links the FGFR ectodomain to the intracellular region comprising a juxtamembrane 
region and the tyrosine KD (Figure 1.3). Apart from putative dimer interfaces based on a 
single solution structure of the dimeric FGFR3 transmembrane helices (Bocharov et al., 
2013), the mechanisms behind transmembrane helix dimerisation are unknown. It is 
hypothesised that residues of the transmembrane helix might not actually regulate 
dimerisation but interact to dimerise upon dimerisation of the ectodomains. A theoretical 
study also suggests a contribution of the C-terminal intracellular juxtamembrane region 
in dimerisation of the transmembrane helices (Peng et al., 2009). This region is a putative 
mediator of FGFR dimerisation because the precise formation of active, asymmetric 
dimers for the closely related EGFR KD is shown to be mediated by its intracellular 
juxtamembrane region through conformational coupling across the cell membrane 
(Zhang et al., 2006a, Jura et al., 2009, Red Brewer et al., 2009, Endres et al., 2013). 
Active asymmetric dimers of the FGFR KD have also been revealed by crystallography; 
in these dimers, one FGFR KD molecule serves as an enzyme, while the other acts as 
a substrate that is trans-phosphorylated by the enzyme-acting KD (Chen et al., 2008, 
Bae et al., 2010, Bae and Schlessinger, 2010). Although not experimentally shown for 
FGFRs, based on the EGFR models it is plausible that the intracellular juxtamembrane 
regions of FGFRs also juxtaposition the KDs upon ligand binding by transmembrane 
conformational coupling, forming active asymmetric dimers aligned for trans-
autophosphorylation (Bocharov et al., 2013). 
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1.5.4 Architecture and activation of the FGFR KD 
The structure of the catalytic tyrosine KD is highly conserved across EPKs. The FGFR 
KD is referred to as a ‘split’ KD, comprising a smaller N-lobe and a larger C-lobe. The 
two lobes behave as semi-rigid bodies in the inactive kinase and are connected by a 
short linker known as the ‘hinge’. The N-lobe consists of five β-strands (β1-β5) forming 
a twisted β-sheet and a single α-helix (αC), while the C-lobe is primarily α-helical (αD-
αE, αEF, αF-αI) with just two β-strands (β7-β8) (Figure 1.9a). The active site, where 
phosphoryl transfer occurs, lies in the cleft between the two lobes. Several other linear 
sequence elements are important for kinase function and activation (Figure 1.9a). These 
are the ATP binding loop (P-loop) and αC-helix in the N-lobe and the catalytic loop (C-
loop), activation loop (A-loop), and kinase insert (KI) in the C-lobe. The triad of catalytic 
residues (‘HRD’ pocket) is located on the P-loop. The A-loop contains the conserved 
‘DFG’ motif, which is involved in nucleotide and Mg2+ co-factor binding, and also contains 
two key tyrosine residues that undergo autophosphorylation during kinase activation 
(Figure 1.9a). 
 
The KD acts as a molecular switch which is rapidly turned ‘on’ and ‘off’ in response to 
biological cues. The switch from active to inactive kinase is a transient, complex and 
highly regulated process resulting from dynamic conformational changes in the listed 
structural elements upon phosphorylation of the A-loop tyrosines (Figure 1.10). In the 
inactive KD the configuration of the A-loop, anchored by the αC-helix, in the ‘closed’ 
conformation autoinhibits activity in cis by hindering protein substrate binding, without 
affecting ATP binding to the active site (Mohammadi et al., 1996b). In addition, a triad of 
residues (non-consecutive in sequence) near the kinase hinge form an autoinhibitory 
network of hydrogen bonds termed the ‘molecular brake’ which maintains the KD in its 
inactive state (Chen et al., 2007b). Extracellular ligand stimulation of FGFRs leads to 
structural rearrangements of the ectodomains (see section 1.5.2) that translate to 
juxtaposition of the KDs in the correct asymmetric conformation required for trans-
autophosphorylation of the essential A-loop tyrosines (Mohammadi et al., 1996a, Bae et 
al., 2010). This activates the KDs through ‘release’ of the molecular brake, rotation of the 
N-lobe towards the C-lobe, stabilisation of the ‘open’ configurations of the αC-helix and 
the A-loop, and reorientation of key catalytic residues (Figure 1.10). This promotes 
autophosphorylation of other intracellular tyrosine residues and permits substrate 
binding (Hubbard, 1999, Belov and Mohammadi, 2013, Chen et al., 2017). 
 
In addition, there are two non-linear hydrophobic ‘motifs’ (composed of residues distant 
in sequence space) that are vital for kinase activation. These are the catalytic (C) and 
regulatory (R) spines, anchored to the N- and C-terminal ends of the αF-helix 
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respectively (Figure 1.9b). Dynamic assembly of the R-spine and its surrounding ‘shell’ 
residues into an ordered structure is dependent on the active A-loop configuration and 
is mandatory for kinase activation, while disassembly leads to kinase inactivation 
(Kornev et al., 2006, Meharena et al., 2013). Assembly of the C-spine during kinase 
activation is completed upon binding of the adenine ring of ATP (Kornev et al., 2008). 
These spines comprise residues vital for catalysis such as the H and F residues from the 
HRD pocket and DFG motif respectively (Figure 1.9b). Assembly of the spines stabilises 
the active KD conformation by connecting residues from the N- and C-lobes and securing 
the positions of catalytic residues, ATP and substrates for catalysis (Taylor and Kornev, 
2011). 
 
 
 
Figure 1.9 Architecture of the FGFR tyrosine kinase domain (KD). The linear and non-linear 
sequence features that are important for KD function and activation are shown on the structure 
of phosphorylated and active FGFR1 [PDB: 3GQI] (Bae et al., 2009) shown in cartoon 
representation. (a) The FGFR KD is ‘split’ into an N-lobe and a C-lobe connected by a flexible 
linker known as the kinase ‘hinge’ (black) which allows relative movement of the N- and C-lobes. 
The N-lobe comprises five β-strands that form a twisted β-sheet (β1-5, light blue) and a single 
helix (αC, yellow). The C-lobe has two β-strands (β7-8, blue) near the hinge region but is primarily 
α-helical (pale yellow) and comprises a loop unique to FGFRs known and the kinase insert (KI, 
dark blue). The active site lies in the cavity between the N- and C-lobes. The nucleotide binding 
loop (P-loop, green) from the N-lobe and the catalytic loop (C-loop, purple) and activation loop 
(A-loop, red) from the C-lobe contribute to this active site, and specific linear sequence motifs in 
the C-loop and A-loop (HRD and DFG respectively, shown as sticks with a surface on each loop) 
provide the vital residues for ATP and Mg2+ co-factor binding and phosphoryl transfer. Also shown 
in sticks against a surface (and labelled) are the crucial ‘twin’ tyrosines on the A-loop that undergo 
trans-autophosphorylation for full activation of the KD. Three residues (non-linear in sequence) in 
the hinge region which form an autoinhibitory network of interactions in the inactive kinase 
(‘molecular brake’, cyan) are highlighted as sticks against a surface. (b) Residues from both lobes 
of the KD forming two hydrophobic ‘motifs’ (non-linear in sequence) whose conformations are 
crucial for kinase activation, form the regulatory and catalytic R-spine and C-spine (shown as 
sticks against a surface and coloured dark blue and bright pink respectively). Assembly of the 
spines is crucial for kinase activation, as shown on this structure of an active FGFR KD. Full 
assembly of the C-spine is completed with the adenine ring of ATP, which slots into the labelled 
cavity. The spines are ‘anchored’ to the αF-helix in the C-lobe (aquamarine) with the ‘base’ 
residues of each spine contributed by this helix. The R-spine contains two key catalytic residues 
from the HRD and DFG motifs shown in a, and these are labelled. 
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The mechanisms involved in full activation of the KD are partially understood, and key 
questions remain as to the extent, duration and order of autophosphorylation during 
activation. Autophosphorylation of all tyrosines on the FGFR1 KD has been examined 
and appears to follow distinct stages of kinetically driven sequential trans-
autophosphorylation of the key ‘twin’ tyrosine residues in the A-loop and other tyrosines 
in the juxtamembrane, KI and C-terminal tail regions (Furdui et al., 2006, Lew et al., 
2009). The sequential order of autophosphorylation of tyrosines in FGFR2 has also been 
studied and differs from the order of phosphorylation observed for FGFR1 (Chen et al., 
2008). Apart from the A-loop tyrosines, other tyrosines in the FGFR KDs are not all 
conserved, suggesting paralogue specific differences in autophosphorylation between 
FGFR1-4 which remain to be studied. This might translate to differences in the extent of 
kinase activity upregulation and in the effector proteins recruited and subsequent 
activation of context dependent downstream signalling cascades. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 1.10 Switch from inactive to active conformation of the FGFR kinase domain (KD). 
(a) Overlay of FGFR1 KD inactive (light purple) [PDB: 1FGK] (Mohammadi et al., 1996b) and 
active (light pink) [PDB: 3GQI] (Bae et al., 2009) structures shown in cartoon representation, 
showing the global conformational differences between the two KD activation states. The features 
whose conformations are particularly important during the switch are highlighted in dark purple 
(inactive) and bright pink (active) respectively and the positions of key residues are shown as 
sticks. Inward rotation of the αC-helix and movement of the A-loop (and its ‘twin’ tyrosines, 
phosphorylated only in the active kinase) to the ‘open’ and active conformation is clearly visible. 
The autoinhibitory molecular brake residues in the kinase hinge region are boxed. (b) Close-up 
view of the boxed molecular brake residues in a, showing the network of hydrogen bonds (dashed 
lines) in the inactive kinase (upper panel) which is disrupted in the active kinase (lower panel). 
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1.5.5 Role of the C-terminal tail in regulating kinase activity 
The C-terminal tail region (following the KD) has not been well studied with respect to its 
effect on kinase activity so little is known about any regulatory role this region plays in 
modulating dimerisation and/or kinase activation in vivo. This region contains several 
tyrosines that are phosphorylated during kinase activation and serve as docking sites for 
recruiting downstream effectors (Figure 1.4). None of the structures of the FGFR KDs 
solved to date include the C-terminal tail residues. However, one study has shown that 
the FGFR effector protein growth factor receptor bound protein-2 (GRB2) binds to a 
proline rich region on the C-terminal tail of FGFR2 in cells via its C-terminal SRC 
homology 3 (SH3) domain (Ahmed et al., 2010). A model was subsequently proposed 
whereby GRB2 dimers regulate FGFR2 activity by binding to this region on FGFR2 in 
the absence of ligand, forcing dimerisation of FGFR and ‘basal’ level phosphorylation of 
the A-loop, ‘priming’ the FGFR dimer for rapid activation upon ligand binding (Lin et al., 
2012). However, GRB2 binding sterically inhibited phosphorylation of other tyrosines on 
FGFR and obstructed the recruitment of other downstream effectors, thus regulating 
FGFR signalling. Furthermore, upon stimulation with FGF, GRB2 was phosphorylated 
and released leaving the FGFR free to initiate full activation and signal transduction. This 
model supports the pre-formed dimer model of FGFR activation (Figure 1.5b) (Belov and 
Mohammadi, 2012). 
 
1.5.6 Assembly of the signalling competent FGF-FGFR-HS ternary complex 
The lack of structures of any full length FGFRs means a complete understanding of how 
all the domains are coupled across the membrane to transduce the intracellular signal 
based on extracellular ligand binding is not yet available. However, several crystal 
structures of FGF-FGFR or FGF-FGFR-HS solved using FGFR ectodomains, paired with 
several structures of the KD and biochemical experiments in cells using full length 
FGFRs, have been informative about some of the mechanisms behind complex 
formation. Dimerisation of FGFRs to form signalling competent FGF-FGFR-HS ternary 
complexes requires a combination of direct binary contacts between ligands and receptor 
molecules, namely (1) FGF-FGFR, (2) FGFR-FGFR, (3) FGF-HS and (4) FGFR-HS 
interactions. 
 
Two early crystal structures of a dimer of FGF1:FGFR2 or FGF2:FGFR1 heterodimers 
proposed that FGF-FGFR interactions in the ternary complex had a molecular 
stoichiometry of 2:2 (Plotnikov et al., 1999, Stauber et al., 2000). They showed that 
primary contacts between the D2 domains of the two FGFRs in the complex, contacts 
within 1:1 FGF-FGFR heterodimers (at the D2-D3 domain), and secondary contacts 
between the FGF from one 1:1 heterodimer and FGFR from the other, contributed to 
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assembly of the complex. These studies also mapped a putative HS binding site to a 
region between the two FGFs that contacts both FGFs and the FGFR D2 domains. 
Concurrently, two structures of the FGF2-FGFR1-HS (Schlessinger et al., 2000) or 
FGF1-FGFR2-HS (Pellegrini et al., 2000) ternary complexes were also solved. Both 
structures confirmed the 2:2 stoichiometry of FGF-FGFR in each complex, but differed 
in the stoichiometry of HS. The Pellegrini model proposed an asymmetric 2:2:1 model in 
which a single HS molecule bound to a different positively charged FGF-FGFR interface, 
but this model is thought not to be biologically relevant. The Schlessinger model 
proposed a symmetric 2:2:2 complex of FGF-FGFR-HS with the HS forming several 
hydrogen bonds with the positively charged ‘canyon’ region between FGFs and the 
FGFR D2 domains. HS stabilises the complex by simultaneously interacting with both 
FGF and FGFR in the 1:1 heterodimer prior to homodimerisation of this 1:1:1 trimer to 
the 2:2:2 complex (Figure 1.11). The structure highlights the different contributions of 
FGF-FGFR, FGFR-FGFR, FGF-HS and FGFR-HS interactions cooperating to stabilise 
the FGFR dimer. This model is supported by the majority of experimental evidence to 
date, as reviewed in (Mohammadi et al., 2005a). 
 
 
 
 
Figure 1.11 Structure of the extracellular portion of the ternary signalling complex. The 
crystal structure of the extracellular portion of a signalling competent 2:2:2 ternary complex [PDB: 
1FQ9] (Schlessinger et al., 2000) comprising two molecules of each of FGF2, FGFR1 (D2-D3) 
and a heparin sulphate (HS) octasaccharide is shown. The two orientations are rotated by 90° 
relative to each other, showing the complex from the ‘front’ (left panel) and from ‘above’ (right 
panel). For clarity, only one FGF (light blue) and FGFR (salmon) molecule is shown in cartoon 
representation against the surface. Both HS molecules are shown as sticks and coloured red. 
The HS binds in the positively charged ‘canyon’ between FGF2 and the FGFR1 D2 domain where 
it contacts an FGF and FGFR molecule within each 1:1:1 FGF-FGFR-HS trimer in the 2:2:2 
complex. Contacts between FGF2 and both FGFR molecules in the complex are clearly visible 
from ‘above’ (right panel) while contacts between the D2 domains of the FGFRs can be observed 
in both depicted orientations. 
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Although HS is required for high affinity binding of paracrine FGFs to FGFRs (Yayon et 
al., 1991), the minimal length of HS required for FGFR activation in cells was found to 
be an octasaccharide (Ornitz and Leder, 1992). However, in vitro experiments and the 
crystal structures above suggest that shorter HS chains might be sufficient for binding to 
the FGF-FGFR binary complex (Schlessinger et al., 2000). The observation that 
spatiotemporal differences in HS lengths and sulphation patterns direct signalling 
through different combinations of FGFs and FGFRs suggests that complex assembly 
through FGFs and FGFRs with different affinities for HS will be further fine-tuned by their 
ability to bind to tissue specific HS chains to form signalling complexes (Ostrovsky et al., 
2002, Qu et al., 2011, Qu et al., 2012). Different HS binding affinities establish variable 
FGF diffusion radii within the extracellular matrix, manifesting as (reciprocal) FGF 
gradients that modulate their biological function and the extent of their response 
(Makarenkova et al., 2009). A final level of regulation of extracellular dimer formation 
depends on the extent of autoinhibition by the D1 domain and the acid box region, 
discussed in section 1.5.2. A shift in the equilibrium to more FGFRs in the non-inhibited 
‘open’ D1 conformation will allow greater levels of ligand binding and activation, and vice 
versa. 
 
The current premise is that simple dimerisation of FGFRs is insufficient for activation, 
and that the correct orientation of domains within the dimer is required to fully activate 
the kinase. Subtle FGF specific rotations of D2 and D3 domains of FGFR b and c splice 
isoforms upon FGF-FGFR binding might propagate to differences in the juxtaposition of 
intracellular KDs, modulating the signal (Yeh et al., 2003, Olsen et al., 2006). The 
intracellular FGFR-FGFR contacts are vital for full activation of the complex. As 
discussed in section 1.5.3, it is plausible that this is modulated through conformational 
coupling across the plasma membrane. In the case of the diffusion based model, this will 
be a direct consequence of extracellular ligand binding. In the case of the pre-formed 
dimer model, there might be a switch from an autoinhibitory, symmetric conformation of 
inactive KD dimers (Mohammadi et al., 1996b) to correctly juxtaposed asymmetric KD 
dimers that can trans-phosphorylate (Chen et al., 2008, Bae et al., 2010). The 
asymmetric FGFR1 and FGFR2 homodimers in these structures have very different 
interfaces between enzyme- and substrate-acting KDs, suggesting that sequence 
specific differences between the D3 domains (b and c splice isoforms) and KDs of 
FGFR1-4 will determine the nature of intracellular FGFR-FGFR contacts and tyrosine 
trans-phosphorylation, thus affecting activation and downstream signalling. 
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1.6 Activation of downstream FGFR signalling cascades 
 
Upon FGFR activation, the two main downstream effectors that are activated through 
phosphorylation by the activated FGFRs are PLCγ and the adaptor protein FRS2 (Figure 
1.4). PLCγ binds to a phospho-tyrosine residue towards the C-terminus of FGFRs via 
one of its SRC homology 2 (SH2) domains (Mohammadi et al., 1991, Bae et al., 2009). 
Tyrosine phosphorylation of PLCγ by FGFR activates PLCγ causing it to hydrolyse 
phosphatidylinositol-4,5-bisphosphate (PIP2) to inositol-1,4,5-trisphosphate (IP3) and 
diacylglycerol (DAG) at the plasma membrane (Carpenter and Ji, 1999). This activates 
protein kinase C (PKC) and the release of calcium from intracellular stores, affecting cell 
motility. In contrast, FRS2 binds to a phospho-tyrosine on the FGFR juxtamembrane 
region via its phospho-tyrosine binding (PTB) domain and, once activated by 
phosphorylation, serves as a hub for the recruitment of more downstream effectors 
through binding to GRB2 (Kouhara et al., 1997). GRB2 then activates the Ras-RAF-
MEK-MAPK pathway through recruitment of the son of sevenless (SOS) guanine 
nucleotide exchange factor, and activates the PI3K-PDK-AKT pathway through 
recruitment of the GRB2-associated binding protein 1 (GAB1), leading to pro-survival 
signalling and proliferation (Figure 1.4). Other pathways can also be activated by FGFRs 
in different cellular contexts linked to cellular transformation, such as signal transducer 
and activator of transcription (STAT) signalling (Hart et al., 2000, Krejci et al., 2008, Wu 
et al., 2013) and ribosomal S6 kinase 2 (RSK2) signalling (Kang et al., 2009). 
 
1.7 Higher order regulation of FGFR signalling 
 
1.7.1 Cell surface FGFR internalisation by endocytosis 
Ligand-induced internalisation of RTKs  is believed to play an important role in the 
modulation of signalling at the cell surface (Sorkin and von Zastrow, 2009). Several 
reports have shown that ligand bound FGFRs can also be internalised via clathrin- and 
dynamin-dependent or independent routes, based on which receptor isoform is being 
internalised, and FGF-FGFR complexes are then either recycled to the plasma 
membrane or degraded in lysosomes (Haugsten et al., 2005, Sandilands et al., 2007, 
Haugsten et al., 2011). Ubiquitination of the receptor has been shown to be necessary 
for intracellular sorting of internalised FGFRs to lysosomes for degradation but not for 
endocytosis (Haugsten et al., 2008). Additionally, it has been suggested that receptor 
dimerisation might be sufficient, and kinase activity and ligand binding dispensable, for 
internalisation of FGFRs (Opalinski et al., 2017). This leads to the hypothesis that 
receptor internalisation might regulate ligand-independent signalling by removing FGFR 
dimers from the cell surface in the absence of ligand stimulation, dampening basal level 
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signalling. In addition, the duration, and therefore potency, of the transduced signal upon 
ligand binding might depend on the level of FGFR ubiquitination and the rate of FGF-
FGFR complex recycling versus degradation. These open questions will require 
experimental testing to understand the involvement of endocytosis in the regulation of 
FGFR signalling. 
 
1.7.2 Regulation of signalling via extracellular and intracellular docking proteins 
The Klotho family of transmembrane FGFR co-receptor proteins convert the FGFR 
signalling mode from paracrine to endocrine in response to the endocrine FGF19 
subfamily ligands (detailed in Chapter 4). An FGFR-like protein termed FGFR5 that lacks 
a KD, localises to the plasma membrane, is alternatively spliced and can bind FGFs and 
HS through its ectodomain, was first thought to act as a decoy receptor (Wiedemann and 
Trueb, 2000, Sleeman et al., 2001, Trueb et al., 2003). FGFR5 knockout mice (but not 
those lacking only the intracellular domain) are not viable, so it is now thought that the 
ectodomain might mediate most of the activity of FGFR5, although kinase independent 
signalling roles have also been proposed based on the occurrence of a SH2 binding 
motif at its C-terminus (Trueb, 2011, Ornitz and Itoh, 2015, Kilkenny and Rocheleau, 
2016). 
 
It was already described in section 1.5.5 how the FGFR adaptor protein GRB2 might 
regulate signalling through ligand independent binding to the FGFR C-terminal tail. The 
FRS2 isoform FRS2α also constitutively (and ligand independently) binds to the 
intracellular FGFR juxtamembrane region via its PTB domain, from where it regulates 
downstream signalling (Xu et al., 1998a, Ong et al., 2000). Interestingly, GRB2 and FRS2 
also interact with each other following ligand stimulation (Kouhara et al., 1997), and 
ternary complex formation between these two proteins and an E3 ubiquitin ligase in 
response to FGF stimulation leads to FGFR degradation and dampening of the 
transduced signal (Wong et al., 2002). Several other effectors also negatively regulate 
FGFR signalling by inhibiting the functions of signalling proteins downstream of FGFRs, 
as reviewed in (Ornitz and Itoh, 2015). It has even been proposed that extracellular 
ligand binding might be regulated in part by the intracellular FGFR KDs in an ‘inside-out’ 
like negative feedback mechanism (Uematsu et al., 2001). Regulation of FGFR signalling 
is clearly complex and multidimensional and is likely to be modulated in a context 
dependent manner in response to specific biological cues. 
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1.8 Deregulated FGFR signalling in pathology 
Given the pleiotropic physiological roles of FGFR signalling, it is not surprising that 
deregulation of signalling leads to a range of diseases (Carter et al., 2015). First 
implications of deregulated FGFR signalling in pathophysiology came from the 
identification of gain-of-function germline mutations in FGFRs, which constitutively 
activated FGFRs in a ligand independent manner, and which were responsible for 
diverse skeletal dysplasias and craniosynostosis syndromes (Wilkie, 2005). In addition, 
deregulation of endocrine FGFR signalling was found to cause various metabolic 
defects, detailed in Chapter 4. However, it is the compelling evidence implicating 
aberrant FGFR signalling in cancer that has led to an explosion in the field of FGFR 
research in the last two decades. A study of over 1000 somatic mutations from over 200 
different cancers highlighted the importance of FGF signalling in tumour biology 
(Greenman et al., 2007). Abnormal FGFR signalling can directly drive oncogenesis in a 
subset of several types of cancers by promoting cancer cell proliferation and survival and 
tumour angiogenesis (Turner and Grose, 2010, Dieci et al., 2013, Tanner and Grose, 
2016). FGFRs are therefore considered important therapeutic targets in cancer (Brooks 
et al., 2012, Dienstmann et al., 2014, Touat et al., 2015). 
 
1.8.1 Tumour diversity and types of FGFR aberrations 
A recent study used next generation sequencing to comprehensively analyse nearly 
5000 solid tumours from patients for aberrations in FGFRs, providing a representative 
overview of the landscape of FGFR deregulation in cancer (Helsten et al., 2016). This 
work showed that FGFR aberrations are found in 7% of all solid tumours, of which 5% 
and 2% represent gene amplifications and point mutations respectively. FGFR1 was 
found to be the most frequently altered FGFR. In addition, FGFR aberrations were most 
often found in urothelial carcinomas, followed by breast, endometrial and ovarian 
carcinomas. In general, the most commonly occurring FGFR aberrations in cancer are 
gene amplifications, chromosomal fusions and somatic point mutations. 
 
Several studies have shown that amplification and/or overexpression of FGFR genes 
appears to be the most common aberration found across several different cancers, with 
FGFR1 being most frequently amplified (in breast and squamous cell lung cancers) 
followed by FGFR2 (in endometrial cancer) and to a lesser degree FGFR3 and FGFR4 
in a range of cancer types (Carter et al., 2015, Helsten et al., 2016). Chromosomal 
translocations involving FGFR genes are also commonly found in cancers, and in 
general these result in fusion proteins comprising the dimerisation domain of another 
protein fused to either the N- or C-terminus of FGFR, leading to constitutive and ligand 
independent FGFR dimerisation and activation (Turner and Grose, 2010, Gallo et al., 
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2015). Oncogenic fusions were first found in bladder cancer and gliomas for FGFR3 and 
FGFR1 (Singh et al., 2012, Williams et al., 2013) and were subsequently also identified 
in several other cancers for FGFR1-3 (Wu et al., 2013). FGFR2 is found fused to several 
different partners, whereas FGFR3 is most commonly found fused to transforming acidic 
coiled-coil containing protein (TACC3) and this fusion produces one of the most 
important oncoproteins in bladder cancer (Gallo et al., 2015, di Martino et al., 2016, 
Babina and Turner, 2017). Somatic missense substitutions that result in point mutations 
are also observed very frequently in all FGFRs and in all types of cancer, but are most 
common in FGFR3 and FGFR2 and these occur most often in urothelial (bladder) and 
endometrial carcinomas respectively (Guagnano et al., 2012, Abbosh et al., 2015, Carter 
et al., 2015, Helsten et al., 2016). The most common point mutation in cancers found to 
date is the S249C mutation, in the extracellular D2-D3 linker of FGFR3, which accounts 
for more than 50% of all cancer-associated mutations in FGFR3 (Tomlinson et al., 2007a, 
Babina and Turner, 2017). The breadth of FGFR point mutations in cancer and their 
activating nature and/or roles as oncogenic drivers in cancer will be discussed in detail 
in Chapter 3. Furthermore, the roles of aberrant endocrine FGFR signalling in cancer will 
be discussed in detail in Chapter 4. 
 
1.8.2 Mechanisms of oncogenic FGFR signalling 
There are common themes to the mechanisms by which FGFR aberrations induce 
oncogenic signalling (Figure 1.12). FGFR amplifications can lead to FGFR 
overexpression and accumulation at the plasma membrane, increasing activation of 
FGFRs and downstream signalling (Figure 1.12a). In addition, many FGFs have also 
been found overexpressed by tumour cells, or the adjacent tumour-associated stroma, 
leading to increased angiogenesis and epithelial-mesenchymal transition (EMT) through 
illicit autocrine or paracrine signalling (Figure 1.12b). Oncogenic fusion proteins, and 
certain point mutations, can force constitutive dimerisation of FGFRs leading to ligand 
independent hyperactive signalling (Figure 1.12c). Other types of point mutations can 
lead to allosteric or direct activation of the FGFR KDs leading to increased signalling in 
a ligand dependent or independent fashion, depending on the point mutation 
(Figure1.12d). Altered splicing of the autoinhibitory D1 domain of FGFRs and increased 
tumoural expression of this β splice isoform with a higher affinity for FGFs can lead to 
increased ligand dependent FGFR activation (Figure 1.12e). Similarly, a switch in 
expression from the FGFR b to the c splice isoform can alter the FGFR ligand specificity, 
allowing it to respond to a wider range of FGFs (for example those produced by the 
tumour cells) that it might not normally interact with (Figure 1.12f). It has even been found 
that an alternatively spliced FGFR2 variant lacking its C-terminus results in the loss of 
its ubiquitination site, impairing receptor internalisation and signal attenuation (Figure 
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1.12g). Finally, gene amplification, overexpression or mutation of intracellular FGFR 
effectors such as FRS2 or PLCγ can hyperactivate downstream signalling (Figure 1.12h). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 1.12 Mechanisms of oncogenic FGFR activation and signalling. There are several 
molecular mechanisms through which FGFR signalling can be aberrantly activated in cancer. (a) 
Amplification of the FGFR genes can lead to overexpression of receptors at the cell surface, 
leading to ligand-independent dimerisation by stochastic diffusion-limited activation (see also 
Figure 1.5a). (b) Amplification of FGF genes and/or overexpression of FGFs from surrounding 
(tumour-associated) stromal cells can also dimerise and activate FGFR signalling through illicit 
autocrine or paracrine routes. (c) Oncogenic fusion proteins (from chromosomal translocation or 
gene fusions, dark green) or activating point mutations in the extracellular, juxtamembrane or 
transmembrane domains (purple stars) can constitutively and ligand-independently dimerise and 
activate FGFRs. (d) Activating point mutations (purple stars) in the kinase domain (KD) can 
allosterically or directly activate the KD. (e-g) Alternative splicing of different parts of FGFRs can 
produce splice isoforms with altered ligand dependent or independent signalling properties, and 
relative expression of the more active splice variants is often found to be increased in tumours. 
(e) Alternative splicing of the D1 domain and/or the acid box in the D1-D2 linker relieves receptor 
autoinhibition and can increase affinity for FGFs. (f) Alternative splicing of the D3 domain can 
cause a switch from the alternative ‘b’ to the canonical ‘c’ FGFR splice isoforms. These can 
respond to a larger range of FGFs, such as those produced by tumour-associated stromal cells. 
(g) Alternative splicing of the C-terminal tail can remove crucial regulatory regions such that 
ubiquitination, recycling and/or degradation of activated FGFRs is impaired. (h) Gene 
amplification and/or overexpression of, or activating mutations in, downstream signalling effector 
or adaptor proteins can ligand-independently activate signalling. 
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1.8.3 Therapeutic targeting of aberrant FGFR signalling 
The clear evidence that aberrant FGFR signalling is an important therapeutic target in 
several cancers has led to rapid progression in the field of anti-FGFR targeting. Despite 
these huge efforts, there are currently no approved therapies in the clinic based on FGFR 
targeting (Touat et al., 2015, Babina and Turner, 2017). A variety of therapeutic agents 
are in pre-clinical development, and encouragingly many are also at various stages of 
clinical trials for several cancer types with the aim of specific anti-FGFR targeting. These 
mostly comprise multi-kinase or FGFR-selective small molecule inhibitors which target 
the ATP binding pocket in the KD, but also include other therapeutic agents such as 
monoclonal antibodies (mAbs) and FGF ‘ligand traps’. A list of anti-FGFR agents 
currently undergoing clinical trials is summarised in Table 1.4. 
 
Apart from anti-FGFR therapies, the therapeutic potential of several FGFs has also been 
highlighted (Beenken and Mohammadi, 2009, Tanner and Grose, 2016). Anti-FGF 
therapeutics for various disorders are in pre-clinical development, while FGFs with 
beneficial effects on various aspects of physiology have been engineered to produce 
recombinant FGFs as biologic therapies. One such example is a recombinant form of 
FGF7 (palifermin) which is approved for the treatment of mucositis (Spielberger et al., 
2004). In addition, the endocrine FGFs have been found to exert several beneficial 
metabolic effects and are rapidly being developed as therapeutics for diseases such as 
diabetes and obesity (detailed in Chapter 4). Approval of these candidate anti-FGFR and 
FGF treatments in the near future will help to address subsets of several diseases 
awaiting precision approaches to pathological targeting. 
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Table 1.4 Anti-FGFR therapeutics currently in clinical trials (IC50(FGFR) < 100 nM). 
 
Inhibitor 
(company) Targets 
Clinical development (cancer / 
tumour type) 
Multi-kinase (non-selective) small molecules 
Dovitinib 
(Novartis) 
FGFR, KIT, VEGFR, 
PDGFR, RET 
Phase II (gastric, urothelial) 
Phase III (metastatic renal) 
Ponatinib 
(ARIAD Pharmaceuticals) 
FGFR, ABL, VEGFR, 
PDGFR, SRC Phase II (biliary, advanced solid) 
Lenvatinib 
(Eisai) FGFR, VEGFR, PDGFR Phase III (thyroid) 
Lucitanib 
(Clovis Oncology) FGFR, VEGFR, PDGFR 
Phase I (advanced solid) 
Phase II (metastatic breast / lung) 
Nintedanib 
(Boehringer Ingelheim) FGFR, VEGFR, PDGFR Phase III (NSCLC, ovarian) 
Pan-FGFR (FGFR-selective) small molecules 
AZD4547 
(AstraZeneca) FGFR1-3 
Phase II (SCLC, NSCLC, 
metastatic NSCLC) 
NVP-BGJ398 
(Novartis) FGFR1-3 
Phase I (SCLC, urothelial) 
Phase II (solid, haematological) 
JNJ-42756493 
(Janssen) FGFR1-4 
Phase I (FGF19 amplified HCC*) 
Phase II (urothelial, Asian solid) 
LY2874455 
(Eli Lilly) FGFR1-4 Phase I (advanced solid) 
ARQ-087 
(ArQule) FGFR1-3 Phase III (bile ductal and/or HCC) 
Debio-1347 
(Debiopharm) FGFR1-3 Phase I (advanced solid) 
TAS120 
(Taiho Oncology) FGFR1-4 
Phase I (advanced solid) 
Phase II (myeloma) 
E7090 
(Eisai) FGFR1-3 Phase I (advanced solid) 
ASP5878 
(Astellas Pharma) FGFR1-4 Phase I (advanced solid) 
Anti-FGFR antibodies 
R3Mab 
(Genentech) FGFR3 Phase I (advanced solid) 
FPA144 
(Five Prime Therapeutics) FGFR2b Phase I (advanced solid) 
BAY1179470 
(Bayer) FGFR2 Phase I (advanced solid) 
FGF ligand traps (soluble FGFR ectodomains) 
FP-1039 
(Five Prime Therapeutics) FGF2 and other FGFs Phase I (advanced solid) 
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Chapter 2: Materials and Methods 
 
2.1 General molecular biology methods 
 
2.1.1 Production of competent E. coli cells 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) cells (specific strains detailed in respective sections) were 
streaked from existing lab competent cell stocks onto lysogeny broth (LB) agar plates 
(10 g/L tryptone, 5 g/L yeast extract, 5 g/L NaCl and 15 g/L agar) containing the 
appropriate antibiotics and incubated overnight at 37°C. A single colony was used to 
inoculate a 25 mL LB medium (10 g/L tryptone, 5 g/L yeast extract and 5 g/L NaCl) starter 
culture for 7 hours at 37°C. The starter culture was used to inoculate 250 mL SOB 
medium (20 g/L tryptone, 5 g/L yeast extract, 0.5 g/L NaCl, 2.5 mM KCl and 10 mM 
MgSO4) supplemented with 10 mM MgCl2 at different cell densities overnight at 18°C. 
When cell density reached an optical density of 0.55 at 600 nm (OD600) the culture was 
transferred to ice for 10 min. Cells were harvested by centrifugation (4,000 x g, 
10 minutes and 4°C) and then resuspended in 80 mL ice-cold Inoue transformation buffer 
(ITB: 10 mM PIPES-KOH pH 6.7, 250 mM KCl, 15 mM CaCl2 and 55 mM MnCl2) by 
swirling gently for 10 minutes at 4°C. Cells were harvested by centrifugation (4,000 x g, 
10 minutes and 4°C) and resuspended in 20 mL ice-cold ITB again by swirling gently for 
10 minutes at 4°C. DMSO was added to the cell suspension to 7% v/v. Cell suspension 
was aliquoted (50 μL and 250 μL), snap frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored at -80°C. 
 
2.1.2 Bacterial transformation 
DNA (50-300 ng in 0.5-2 µL) was mixed with 50 μL competent E. coli cells (specific 
strains detailed in respective sections) for 30 minutes on ice. The mixture was subjected 
to a ‘heat-shock’ (42°C for 45 seconds) before being incubated for a further 2 minutes 
on ice. Transformed cells were then shaken for 1 hour at 37°C after the addition of 250 μL 
SOC medium (SOB medium supplemented with 20 mM MgCl2 and 10 mM D-glucose). 
Cell suspension was then spread on agar plates comprising appropriate growth medium 
and containing the appropriate antibiotics (10 mM D-glucose was also added to the 
plates when necessary to strictly repress basal expression of proteins toxic to the E. coli) 
and incubated overnight at 37°C. 
 
2.1.3 Restriction cloning 
Restriction digests (to prepare vector or insert for cloning) were performed with 1 μg 
template plasmid DNA, 1 x reaction buffer (NEB), 0.1 mg/mL BSA and 1 μL of each 
appropriate restriction enzyme (NEB) per 25 µL digest. Reactions were heat-inactivated 
(65°C for 5 min) and run on 0.9% w/v agarose gels pre-stained with GelRed™ (Biotium). 
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Digested DNA was visualised under a UV-lamp and bands at the correct molecular 
weights were cut and extracted from the gel using the QIAquick Gel Extraction kit 
(Qiagen) as per the manufacturer’s instructions. Vector and insert were then mixed in a 
3:1 molar ratio for ligation with T4 ligase (NEB) and the reaction was incubated overnight 
at 16°C. Competent E. coli XL10 Gold cells were then transformed with 1 μL of ligated 
product and colonies were sequenced to screen for successful cloning. 
 
2.1.4 Ligation-independent cloning (LIC) 
Linearised DNA vectors and inserts were generated using 50 ng template plasmid DNA, 
appropriate primers and PfuUltra™ DNA polymerase (Stratagene) as per the 
manufacturer’s instructions, with reactions performed on a thermal cycler (G storm). 
When required, polymerase chain reactions (PCRs) were performed using temperature 
gradients. Total PCR product was run on 0.9% w/v agarose gels pre-stained with 
GelRed™ dye (Biotium). Linearised DNA was visualised under a UV-lamp and bands at 
the correct molecular weights were cut and extracted from the gel using the QIAquick 
Gel Extraction kit (Qiagen) as per the manufacturer’s instructions. Vector and insert were 
then mixed in variable (optimised) amounts and incubated with In-Fusion® HD 
buffer/enzyme mix (Clontech) for 15 minutes at 37°C followed by 15 minutes at 50°C. 
Competent E. coli XL10 Gold cells were then transformed with 1 μL LIC product and 
colonies were sequenced to screen for successful cloning. 
 
2.1.5 Site-directed mutagenesis (SDM) 
SDM reactions were performed on a thermal cycler (G storm) using 5 ng template 
plasmid DNA, appropriate primers and PfuUltra™ DNA polymerase (Stratagene) as per 
the manufacturer’s instructions. When required, PCR was performed using appropriate 
temperature gradients. Total PCR product was subjected to digestion with DpnI (NEB) 
for 1 hour at 37°C to eliminate remaining template DNA. Competent E. coli XL10 Gold 
cells were then transformed with 2 μL digested PCR product and colonies were 
sequenced to screen for successful incorporation of mutations. 
 
2.1.6 Large scale plasmid purification 
A 3 mL starter culture (inoculated with E. coli XL10 Gold cells transformed with the 
relevant plasmid) was used to inoculate cultures of 500 mL LB medium or terrific broth 
(TB) medium (12 g/L tryptone, 24 g/L yeast extract, 0.4% v/v glycerol, 0.17 M KH2PO4 
and 0.72 M K2HPO4) shaken overnight at 37°C. Cells were harvested by centrifugation 
(4,500 x g, 10 minutes and 4°C) and resuspended in 37 mL alkaline lysis buffer I (50 mM 
D-glucose, 25 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0 and 10 mM EDTA). Cells were lysed with 50 mL 
alkaline lysis buffer II (0.2 M NaOH and 1% w/v SDS) and genomic DNA precipitated 
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with 37 mL cold alkaline lysis buffer III (3 M potassium acetate and 11.5% v/v glacial 
acetic acid) followed by centrifugation (4,500 x g, 10 minutes and 4°C). Supernatant was 
filtered through 4 layers of cheesecloth and nucleic acid precipitated with 0.7 volumes 
propan-2-ol followed by centrifugation (4,500 x g, 15 minutes and 4°C). The pellet was 
washed in 10 mL 70% ethanol, dried and re-dissolved in 2 mL TE buffer (10 mM Tris-
HCl pH 8.0 and 1 mM EDTA pH 8.0). RNA was precipitated with 2 mL 5 M LiCl followed 
by centrifugation (4,500 x g, 10 minutes and 4°C). All remaining nucleic acid was 
precipitated from the supernatant with 0.7 volumes propan-2-ol followed by 
centrifugation (4,500 x g, 10 minutes and 4°C). Pelleted nucleic acids were re-dissolved 
in 0.5 mL TE buffer and treated with 5 μL of 10 mg/mL RNase A (Qiagen) for 15 minutes 
at 37°C. Undigested nucleic acids were precipitated with 0.5 mL 13% w/v polyethylene 
glycol 8,000 and 1.5 M NaCl for 30 minutes on ice followed by centrifugation (4,500 x g, 
5 minutes and room temperature). Dried pellet was re-dissolved in 200 μL TE buffer and 
added to 200 μL phenol/chloroform (Sigma), vortexed for 30 seconds and centrifuged 
(20,000 x g, 5 minutes and room temperature). The upper phase was transferred to 
0.1 volumes 3 M sodium acetate and 2.5 volumes 100% ethanol added. Following a final 
centrifugation (20,000 x g, 2 minutes and 4°C) the pellet was washed with 0.5 mL 70% 
ethanol, dried completely and re-dissolved in 500 μL TE buffer. DNA concentration was 
quantified on a Nanodrop 2000c and plasmid preparations were adjusted to 1 μg/μL with 
additional TE buffer. 
 
Alternatively, 150 mL cultures were similarly grown up, cells harvested and plasmids 
purified using the ZymoPURE™ Plasmid Maxiprep kit (Zymo Research) as per the 
manufacturer’s instructions. 
 
2.2 Construction of plasmid libraries 
 
2.2.1 FGFR3 and variants 
Native human FGFR3 (455-768) kinase domain (KD) cDNA was obtained from a lab 
stock in the pOPINS vector (OPPF) which contains an N-terminal Ulp1 protease 
cleavable 6His-SUMO tag. Solubilising mutations C482A and C582S (Mohammadi et al., 
1996b) were introduced by sequential SDM by Tom Bunney to produce the ‘2C’ 
mutations C482A and C582S and thus FGFR3-2C (455-768). Native human FGFR3b 
full length cDNA was cloned in the pFB vector (originally pFB-neomycin resistant, 
Stratagene) by the Knowles lab, University of Leeds, modified to be hygromycin B 
resistant (Tomlinson et al., 2005). Missense substitutions were then introduced into both 
pOPINS (kanamycin-resistant) and pFB (ampicillin-resistant) constructs by SDM using 
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the primers in Table 2.1. Some of these mutant plasmids were generated by Sarah Saad 
and Tom Bunney (pOPINS) and Yulia Panina (pFB) respectively. 
 
A codon-optimised human FGFR3-2C (455-768) gene harbouring an additional K650E 
mutation was synthesised in the pJ821 vector (DNA2.0) with an N-terminal cleavable 
6His-SUMO tag to produce a similar construct to the pOPINS construct. The K650E 
mutation was first mutated back to lysine to recreate FGFR3-2C using the primers in 
Table 2.2a. Some of the mutations from Table 2.1, and some mutations selected for 
analysis at a later date, were then introduced into the codon-optimised pJ821 FGFR3-
2C (455-768) backbone (kanamycin-resistant) by SDM using the primers in Table 2.2b. 
 
For pOPINS and pJ821 constructs, individual colonies were picked and used to inoculate 
small volume overnight cultures at 37°C, from which glycerol stocks (containing 25% v/v 
glycerol mixed with cell suspension) were prepared and plasmids were purified using the 
QIAprep Spin Miniprep kit (Qiagen) as per the manufacturer’s instructions. Purified 
plasmids were pre-sequenced using the BigDye3.1 system (ABI Prism) and the DyeEx 
2.0 Spin kit (Qiagen) as per the manufacturer’s instructions, and sequenced (Source 
BioScience) to confirm perfect incorporation of mutations. For pFB constructs, individual 
colonies were picked and subjected to colony PCR using Taq DNA polymerase (Qiagen) 
and PCR product was analysed by 1% w/v agarose gel electrophoresis. Colonies with 
detectable PCR product were used to inoculate small volume overnight cultures at 37°C, 
and glycerol stocks and plasmids were prepared as detailed above. Purified plasmids 
were then pre-sequenced and deep sequenced as described above to retain constructs 
with perfectly incorporated mutations and discard false positives. 
 
50 
 
Table 2.1 Site-directed mutagenesis primers used to introduce missense substitutions 
into the native pOPINS FGFR3-2C (455-768) and pFB FGFR3b (full length) backbone 
constructs. Residue numbering is as per the canonical FGFR3c splice isoform. 
FGFR3 mutation Primer 
E466K GAG → AAG Forward 
CCGACCCCAAATGGAAGCTGTCTCGGGCCC 
Reverse GGGCCCGAGACAGCTTCCATTTGGGGTCGG 
A500T GCC → ACC Forward 
GACAAGGACCGGGCCACCAAGCCTGTCACC 
Reverse GGTGACAGGCTTGGTGGCCCGGTCCTTGTC 
N540K AAC → AAG Forward 
CAAAAACATCATCAAGCTGCTGGGCGCCTGC 
Reverse GCAGGCGCCCAGCAGCTTGATGATGTTTTTG 
N540S AAC → AGC Forward 
CAAAAACATCATCAGCCTGCTGGGCGCCTG 
Reverse CAGGCGCCCAGCAGGCTGATGATGTTTTTG 
P572A CCC → GCC Forward 
GCGGGCGCGGCGGGCCCCGGGCCTGGACTAC 
Reverse GTAGTCCAGGCCCGGGGCCCGCCGCGCCCGC 
C582F TGC → TTC Forward 
CTCCTTCGACACCTTCAAGCCGCCCGAGGAG 
Reverse CTCCTCGGGCGGCTTGAAGGTGTCGAAGGAG 
D617G GAC → GGC Forward 
GTGCATCCACAGGGGCCTGGCTGCCCGCAATG 
Reverse CATTGCGGGCAGCCAGGCCCCTGTGGATGCAC 
E627D GAG → GAC Forward 
GTGCTGGTGACCGACGACAACGTGATGAAG 
Reverse CTTCATCACGTTGTCGTCGGTCACCAGCAC 
V630M GTG → ATG Forward 
GACCGAGGACAACATGATGAAGATCGCAGAC 
Reverse GTCTGCGATCTTCATCATGTTGTCCTCGGTC 
D641G GAC → GGC Forward 
GGCTGGCCCGGGGCGTGCACAACCTC 
Reverse GAGGTTGTGCACGCCCCGGGCCAGCC 
D641N GAC → AAC Forward 
CGGGCTGGCCCGGAACGTGCACAACCTCGAC 
Reverse GTCGAGGTTGTGCACGTTCCGGGCCAGCCCG 
H643D CAC → GAC Forward 
GGCCCGGGACGTGGACAACCTCGACTACTAC 
Reverse GTAGTAGTCGAGGTTGTCCACGTCCCGGGCC 
D646Y GAC → TAC Forward 
CGTGCACAACCTCTACTACTACAAGAAGAC 
Reverse GTCTTCTTGTAGTAGTAGAGGTTGTGCACG 
K650E AAG → GAG Forward 
CGACTACTACAAGGAGACAACCAACGGCCG 
Reverse CGGCCGTTGGTTGTCTCCTTGTAGTAGTCG 
K650M AAG → ATG Forward 
GACTACTACAAGATGACAACCAACGGCCGG 
Reverse CCGGCCGTTGGTTGTCATCTTGTAGTAGTC 
K650N AAG → AAC Forward 
GACTACTACAAGAACACAACCAACGGCCGG 
Reverse CCGGCCGTTGGTTGTGTTCTTGTAGTAGTC 
N653H AAC → CAC Forward 
CAAGAAGACAACCCACGGCCGGCTGCCCGTG 
Reverse CACGGGCAGCCGGCCGTGGGTTGTCTTCTTG 
R669G CGA → GGA Forward 
GAGGCCTTGTTTGACGGAGTCTACACTCACC 
Reverse GGTGAGTGTAGACTCCGTCAAACAAGGCCTC 
R669Q CGA → CAA Forward 
GAGGCCTTGTTTGACCAAGTCTACACTCACCAG 
Reverse CTGGTGAGTGTAGACTTGGTCAAACAAGGCCTC 
V677I GTC → ATC Forward 
CTCACCAGAGTGACATCTGGTCCTTTGGGG 
Reverse CCCCAAAGGACCAGATGTCACTCTGGTGAG 
E686K GAG → AAG Forward 
GGTCCTGCTCTGGAAGATCTTCACGCTGGG 
Reverse CCCAGCGTGAAGATCTTCCAGAGCAGGACC 
G697C GGC → TGC Forward 
CTCCCCGTACCCCTGCATCCCTGTGGAGGAG 
Reverse CTCCTCCACAGGGATGCAGGGGTACGGGGAG 
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Table 2.2 Site-directed mutagenesis primers used to (a) reintroduce a native lysine at 
position 650 of the codon-optimised pJ821 FGFR3-2C (455-768) harbouring a K650E 
mutation, and (b) introduce missense substitutions into the pJ821 FGFR3-2C (455-768) 
backbone. Residue numbering is as per the canonical FGFR3c splice isoform. 
 
(a) 
 
FGFR3 mutation Primer 
E650K GAG → AAG Forward 
CCTGGACTACTATAAAAAGACTACTAATGGCCGC 
Reverse GCGGCCATTAGTAGTCTTTTTATAGTAGTCCAGG 
 
(b) 
 
FGFR3 mutation Primer 
I538F ATC → TTC Forward 
CGGCAAGCACAAGAACTTCATCAATCTGCTGGGTGC 
Reverse GCACCCAGCAGATTGATGAAGTTCTTGTGCTTGCCG 
I538V ATC → GTC Forward 
CGGCAAGCACAAGAACGTCATCAATCTGCTGGGTGC 
Reverse GCACCCAGCAGATTGATGACGTTCTTGTGCTTGCCG 
N540K AAT → AAA Forward 
CAAGAACATCATCAAACTGCTGGGTGCTTGTACC 
Reverse GGTACAAGCACCCAGCAGTTTGATGATGTTCTTG 
G637W GGC → TGG Forward 
GAAAATTGCGGACTTCTGGTTGGCACGCGATGTTC 
Reverse GAACATCGCGTGCCAACCAGAAGTCCGCAATTTTC 
D641G GAT → GGT Forward 
CGGCTTGGCACGCGGTGTTCACAACC 
Reverse GGTTGTGAACACCGCGTGCCAAGCCG 
R669G CGT → GGT Forward 
GGAAGCATTGTTTGATGGTGTGTACACCCACC 
Reverse GGTGGGTGTACACACCATCAAACAATGCTTCC 
R669Q CGT → CAG Forward 
GGAAGCATTGTTTGATCAGGTGTACACCCACC 
Reverse GGTGGGTGTACACCTGATCAAACAATGCTTCC 
E686K GAG → AAG Forward 
GGTGTCCTGTTGTGGAAGATCTTTACGCTG 
Reverse CAGCGTAAAGATCTTCCACAACAGGACACC 
 
 
 
2.2.2 β-Klotho, FGFR1c, FGF19 and FGF21 
Codon-optimised constructs of human and mouse βKlotho, human FGFR1c and human 
FGF19 and FGF21 were custom designed in the bacterial vector pAZET09 
(AstraZeneca) or mammalian vectors pcDNA3.1 (Invitrogen) and pEBNAZ 
(MedImmune) and cloned by GeneArt™ (Thermo Fisher Scientific). All constructs 
comprised a C-terminal protease cleavable 2StrepII-10His tag. A full length native human 
FGFR1c cDNA construct in the pcDNA3.1 mammalian vector with a C-terminal FLAG 
tag was provided by AstraZeneca. Additionally a full length native mouse βKlotho cDNA 
construct in a pCMV mammalian vector with a C-terminal fusion to eGFP was purchased 
(Addgene). Restriction enzyme cloning, LIC and SDM were used to modify these 
constructs (e.g. introduce or remove fusion tags or sub-clone constructs into different 
expression vectors). Details of all constructs prepared for use in this study are in Tables 
2.3 and 2.4. 
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Table 2.3 Expression constructs prepared for expression testing in E. coli (specific 
strains detailed in respective sections) and for recombinant protein production in this 
work. All constructs have a C-terminal PreScission™ protease-cleavable 2StrepII-10His 
tag. The gene from which the N-terminal secretion signal peptide was derived, where 
applicable, is rendered in italics. Refer to text for full details. 
 
Protein Species Construct Residues Expression vector Source 
FGF19 Human FL 23-216 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
FGF21 Human FL 29-209 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human HSA-ΔKL1 513-1044 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human pelB-ΔKL1 513-1044 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human pelB-KL1 53-514 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human KL1 53-514 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human pelB-KL2 513-972 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human KL2 513-972 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human HSA-FL 53-1044 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Mouse HSA-FL 53-1043 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human pelB-FL 53-1044 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human HSA-KL1-KL2 53-995 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human pelB-KL1-KL2 53-995 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human KL1-KL2 53-995 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Mouse pelB-FL 53-1043 pAZET09 GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human HSA-FL 53-1044 pTriEx™4 Subcloned 
βKlotho Human FL 53-1044 pTriEx™4 Subcloned 
βKlotho Human HSA-KL1-KL2 53-995 pTriEx™4 Subcloned 
βKlotho Human KL1-KL2 53-995 pTriEx™4 Subcloned 
FGFR1c Human D1-D3 22-374 pAZET09 Subcloned 
FGFR1c Human D2-D3 142-365 pAZET09 Subcloned 
 
 
2.3 General E. coli recombinant protein expression and purification 
 
2.3.1 Recombinant protein expression 
Cultures of 500 mL TB medium containing the appropriate antibiotics were inoculated 
with transformed E. coli from glycerol stocks (specific strains detailed in respective 
sections) or multiple colonies from freshly transformed E. coli and shaken at 37°C at 200-
250 revolutions per minute (rpm). When cell density reached an OD600 of 1.0, 0.4 mM 
IPTG (or 1 mM L-rhamnose in the case of pJ821 constructs) was added to induce 
expression and cells were incubated overnight at 15°C, 20°C or 37°C as appropriate. 
Cells were harvested by centrifugation (4,500 x g, 20 minutes and 4°C) and pellets were 
frozen at -20°C for at least 1 hour before lysis. 
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Table 2.4 Expression constructs prepared for expression testing in mammalian cell lines 
and for recombinant protein production in this work. The gene from which the N-terminal 
secretion signal peptide was derived, where applicable, is rendered in italics. The alias 
provided for some constructs is used instead of the construct name in some Figures in 
Chapter 4. FL – full length, HSA – human serum albumin. 
 
Protein Species Construct [Alias] Residues 
Expression 
vector 
C-terminal 
fusion tag Source 
βKlotho Human βKL-FL [41] 1-1044 pcDNA3.1 2StrepII-10His GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human βKL-KL1-KL2 [42] 1-995 pcDNA3.1 
2StrepII-
10His GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human CD33-KL1-KL2 [43] 53-995 pcDNA3.1 
2StrepII-
10His GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Human CD33-KL1-KL2 [K3] 53-995 pEBNAZ 
2StrepII-
10His GeneArt™ 
βKlotho Mouse FL [mβe] 1-1043 pCMV *eGFP Addgene 
βKlotho Mouse FL [mβTe6H] 1-1043 pCMV eGFP-6His Engineered 
βKlotho Human HSA-FL 53-1044 pTriEx™4 2StrepII-10His Subcloned 
βKlotho Human FL 53-1044 pTriEx™4 2StrepII-10His Subcloned 
βKlotho Human HSA-KL1-KL2 53-995 pTriEx™4 
2StrepII-
10His Subcloned 
βKlotho Human KL1-KL2 53-995 pTriEx™4 2StrepII-10His Subcloned 
FGFR1c Human FL 1-822 pcDNA3.1 *FLAG AstraZeneca 
FGFR1c Human D1-D3 22-374 pcDNA3.1 *FLAG Engineered 
FGFR1c Human D2-D3 142-365 pcDNA3.1 *FLAG Engineered 
FGFR1c Human CD33-D1-D3 [45] 22-374 pcDNA3.1 
2StrepII-
10His GeneArt™ 
FGFR1c Human CD33-D1-D3 [F1] 22-374 pEBNAZ 
2StrepII-
10His GeneArt™ 
FGFR1c Human CD33-D2-D3 [46] 142-365 pcDNA3.1 
2StrepII-
10His GeneArt™ 
 
* no TEV protease cleavage site (rest have TEV protease cleavage site) 
 
 
 
2.3.2 Chemical lysis 
Harvested frozen E. coli cells (specific strains detailed in respective sections) were 
resuspended by shaking for 1 hour at 4°C in lysis buffer (25 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0, 250 mM 
NaCl, 40 mM imidazole, 10 mM benzamidine hydrochloride, 1 mM MgCl2, 0.5 mM CaCl2 
and 1 mg/mL lysozyme) and then lysed by the addition of 2% v/v cold Triton X-100 and 
15 mg/L DNase I for another 1 hour at 4°C. Lysate was clarified by centrifugation 
(20,000 x g, 1 hour and 4°C) to separate soluble protein (supernatant) from insoluble 
protein in inclusion bodies (pellet). 
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2.3.3 Small-scale expression tests in E. coli 
Overnight 1 mL cultures were inoculated from glycerol stocks transformed with the 
relevant expression constructs in the relevant E. coli expression strains and were shaken 
at 37°C in LB medium containing the relevant antibiotic. Overnight cultures were used to 
inoculate 50 mL TB medium cultures containing the relevant antibiotic (normally 
100 mg/L kanamycin or 50 mg/L ampicillin) and cultures were shaken at 37°C. 
Alternatively, no overnight starter culture was used and 2-5 mL TB medium cultures 
containing the relevant antibiotics were directly inoculated from glycerol stocks and 
shaken at 37°C. Following induction of expression with 0.5 mM IPTG, cells were shaken 
overnight at the required temperature (15, 20, 25 or 37°C) or for 3-4 hours at 37°C. Cells 
were then harvested and frozen. Harvested frozen cell pellets were then thawed on ice, 
lysed by chemical lysis and separated into soluble (S) and insoluble (IS) fractions. S and 
IS fractions were then analysed for protein expression by SDS-PAGE analysis and anti-
5His immunoblotting. 
 
2.4 SDS-PAGE 
 
Protein samples were prepared by mixing 1 volume part 4 x SDS-PAGE sample buffer 
(0.2 M Tris-HCl pH 6.8, 8% w/v SDS, 0.05% w/v bromophenol blue, 40% v/v glycerol 
and 5% 2-mercaptoethanol) with 3 volume parts protein sample. Samples were then 
boiled for 5-10 minutes at 95°C before the denatured samples were loaded onto 7.5%, 
10%, 12% or 15% SDS-PAGE gels (produced in-house) depending on the application. 
Gels were run using Mini-PROTEAN® electrophoresis cells (Bio-Rad) with SDS-PAGE 
running buffer (25 mM Tris, 192 mM glycine and 0.1% w/v SDS). 
 
2.5 Immunoblotting 
 
Protein samples were resolved by SDS-PAGE. Gels were then soaked in transfer buffer 
(25 mM Tris, 192 mM glycine and 20% v/v methanol) for 2 minutes. Proteins were 
transferred from gel to PVDF or nitrocellulose membranes using either Trans-Blot® SD 
Semi-Dry Transfer Cell or the Mini-PROTEAN® Trans-Blot Cells (Bio-Rad). Membranes 
were blocked in 5% w/v non-fat dried milk (NFDM) or bovine serum albumin (BSA) 
respectively in TBS-T buffer (50 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0, 150 mM NaCl and 0.1% v/v 
Tween® 20) depending on the antibody to be used. Membranes were incubated with 
primary antibodies (details in Table 2.5) in the corresponding blocking solution overnight 
at 4°C. All primary antibodies were used with HRP-conjugated secondary antibodies and 
ECL™ Prime (GE Healthcare) and imaged using the Odyssey® Fc system (Li-Cor 
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Biosciences) or Super RX Fuji medical x-ray film (Kodak). Densitometric analyses were 
performed using Image Studio™ Lite (Li-Cor Biosciences) or ImageJ software. 
 
 
Table 2.5 Primary antibodies and experimental conditions used for immunoblotting. mAb 
(monoclonal antibody), pAb (polyclonal antibody), BSA (bovine serum albumin), NFDM 
(non-fat dried milk), CST (cell signaling technologies). 
 
Primary antibody (clone) Origin Working Dilution 
Blocking 
Conditions Source 
5His Mouse mAb 1:5000 5% BSA Qiagen, #34660 
β-actin Rabbit pAb 1:2000 5% NFDM Abcam, #75186 
FGFR3 (B9) Mouse mAb 1:1000 5% NFDM Santa Cruz, #sc-13121 
ERK1/2 Rabbit pAb 1:2000 5% NFDM Millipore, #06-182 
pERK1/2 
(T202/Y204, T185/Y187) Rabbit mAb 1:2000 5% BSA CST, #4370 
AKT1/2/3 Rabbit pAb 1:1000 5% NFDM CST, #9272 
pAKT1/2/3 
(S473, S474, S472) Rabbit pAb 1:1000 5% BSA CST, #9271 
PLCγ1 Rabbit pAb 1:1000 5% NFDM CST, #2822 
FGFR1 Mouse /  Rabbit pAb* 1:1000* 5% NFDM 
Generated 
in-house 
KLB 
(βKlotho human, mouse) Rabbit pAb 1:1000 5% NFDM 
OriGene, 
#TA337557 
mβKL 
(βKlotho mouse) Goat pAb 1:5000 5% NFDM 
Bio-Techne, 
#AF2619 
GFP Rabbit pAb 1:1000 5% NFDM Santa Cruz, sc-8334 
GFP (B2) Mouse mAb 1:1000 5% NFDM Santa Cruz, #sc-9996 
 
*created by mixing 3 x mAbs, with each mAb at 1:1000. 
 
 
 
2.6 Expression and purification of recombinant proteins from E. coli 
 
2.6.1 Human FGFR3-2C (455-768) and variant KD proteins 
Competent C41 (DE3) λ37 E. coli cells (pre-transformed with a spectinomycin-resistant 
pCDFDuet-1™ accessory plasmid [Novagen] containing genes for λ-phosphatase and 
CDC37 co-chaperone) were transformed with 6His-SUMO-FGFR3-2C (455-768) and 
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mutant constructs in pOPINS or pJ821 vectors. LB agar plates used for transformations 
of pOPINS constructs contained 10 mM D-glucose to strictly repress basal recombinant 
protein expression during growth on the solid medium, alongside the relevant antibiotics. 
Multiple colonies were used to inoculate cultures of 500 mL TB medium containing 
kanamycin (100 mg/L) and spectinomycin (50 mg/L) and cultures were shaken at 37 °C. 
Following induction of expression with 0.4 mM IPTG (pOPINS constructs) or 1 mM L-
rhamnose (pJ821 constructs) and/or an additional 0.1 mM IPTG (for co-expression of 
accessory plasmid pCDFDuet-1™ with pJ821 constructs) cells were shaken overnight 
at 15°C. Cells were then harvested and frozen. Harvested frozen cell pellets were thawed 
on ice and lysed by chemical lysis. Following lysate clarification, supernatant was loaded 
onto a HisTrap FF Crude 5 mL column (GE Healthcare) pre-equilibrated in His buffer A 
(25 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0, 500 mM NaCl and 40 mM imidazole). Protein was eluted in an 
imidazole gradient with 0-100% His buffer B (25 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0, 500 mM NaCl and 
500 mM imidazole) and the proteins eluted at 150-200 mM imidazole. Protein eluate was 
dialysed overnight in dialysis buffer (25 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0 and 1 mM TCEP) at 4°C in 
10 kDa molecular weight cut-off (MWCO) snakeskin dialysis tubing (Thermo Fisher 
Scientific) in the presence of 50 μg/mL Ulp1 protease (produced in-house) to cleave off 
the N-terminal 6His-SUMO tag. Cleaved protein was loaded onto a HiTrap Chelating HP 
5 mL column (GE Healthcare) pre-equilibrated in dialysis buffer and eluted cleaved and 
tag-free in this buffer. Cleaved eluted protein was then subjected to anion exchange on 
a HiTrap Q HP 5 mL column (GE Healthcare) pre-equilibrated in Q buffer A (25 mM Tris-
HCl, 20 mM NaCl and 1 mM TCEP). Protein was eluted in a NaCl gradient with 0-50% 
Q buffer B (25 mM Tris-HCl, 1 M NaCl and 1 mM TCEP) and protein eluted at 200-250 
mM NaCl. Fractions were analysed by non-reducing 12% SDS-PAGE and relevant peak 
fractions were pooled and concentrated to 3 mL using Vivaspin-20 10 kDa MWCO 
centrifugal concentrators (Sartorius Stedim Biotech). Protein was injected onto a HiLoad 
16/60 Superdex 75 prep grade column (GE Healthcare) for size exclusion 
chromatography (SEC), pre-equilibrated in SEC buffer (25 mM Tris-HCl, 150 mM NaCl 
and 1 mM TCEP). Peak fractions were analysed by non-reducing 12% SDS-PAGE and 
then pooled and concentrated to 100-500 μL, 2-10 mg/mL and over 95% purity in most 
cases (purity estimated by SDS-PAGE analysis) using fresh Vivaspin-6 10 kDa MWCO 
centrifugal concentrators (Sartorius Stedim Biotech). Protein concentrations were 
measured using the Nanodrop 2000c (Thermo Fisher Scientific). Protein was aliquoted 
in 50-100 μL aliquots, snap frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored at -80°C. 
 
2.6.2 Human FGF1 (16-155) protein 
Expression and purification of pOPINS-6His-SUMO-FGF1 (16-155) (DNA construct 
obtained from Tom Bunney) was performed very similarly to methods used to express 
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and purify FGFR3-2C (455-768) and mutant KD proteins, with a few modifications. C41 
(DE3) E. coli cells were used, therefore TB medium was supplemented only with 
kanamycin (100 mg/L). For dialysis steps, 3.5 kDa MWCO snakeskin dialysis tubing 
(Thermo Fisher Scientific) was used. For SEC, a non-reducing (NR) SEC buffer (25 mM 
Tris-HCl and 137 mM NaCl) was used and peak fractions were analysed by reducing 
15% SDS-PAGE. Peak fractions were pooled and concentrated to 1500 μL, 4.3 mg/mL 
and over 95% purity (purity estimated by SDS-PAGE analysis) using fresh Vivaspin-20 
3.5 kDa MWCO centrifugal concentrators (Sartorius Stedim Biotech). 
 
2.6.3 Human βKlotho KL1 (53-514) and KL2 (513-972) proteins 
Competent C41 (DE3) E. coli cells were transformed with a KL1 (53-514) or KL2 (513-
972) construct in the pAZET09 vector. An overnight 10 mL culture inoculated from a 
glycerol stock was used to inoculate 500 mL TB medium cultures containing kanamycin 
(100 mg/L) and cultures were shaken at 37°C. Following induction of expression with 
0.5 mM IPTG cells were shaken overnight at 20°C. Cells were then harvested and 
frozen. Harvested frozen cell pellets were thawed on ice and lysed by chemical lysis. 
Following lysate clarification, supernatant was loaded onto a HisTrap FF Crude 5 mL 
column (GE Healthcare) pre-equilibrated in His buffer A. Protein was eluted in an 
imidazole gradient with 0-100% His buffer B. Protein eluate was dialysed overnight in 
NR dialysis buffer (25 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0) at 4°C in 10 kDa MWCO snakeskin dialysis 
tubing (Thermo Fisher Scientific) in the presence of 50 μg/mL PreScission™ protease 
(produced in-house) to cleave off the C-terminal 2StrepII-10His tag. Protein was loaded 
onto a HiTrap Chelating HP 5 mL column (GE Healthcare) pre-equilibrated in NR dialysis 
buffer, to separate cleaved protein from the C-terminal tag. Eluted protein was then 
subjected to anion exchange on a HiTrap Q HP 5 mL column (GE Healthcare) pre-
equilibrated in NR Q buffer A (25 mM Tris-HCl and 20 mM NaCl). Protein was eluted in 
a NaCl gradient with 0-75% NR Q buffer B (25 mM Tris-HCl and 1 M NaCl) and protein 
eluted at 500-600 mM NaCl. Fractions were analysed by non-reducing 12% SDS-PAGE 
and relevant peak fractions were pooled and concentrated to 3 mL using Vivaspin-20 
10 kDa MWCO centrifugal concentrators (Sartorius Stedim Biotech). Protein was 
injected onto a HiLoad 16/60 Superdex 75 prep grade column (GE Healthcare) pre-
equilibrated in NR SEC buffer. Peak fractions were analysed by non-reducing 12% SDS-
PAGE and then pooled and concentrated to 100-200 μL and 3-6 mg/mL using Vivaspin-
6 10 kDa MWCO centrifugal concentrators (Sartorius Stedim Biotech). Protein 
concentrations were measured using the Nanodrop 2000c (Thermo Fisher Scientific). 
Protein was aliquoted in 50 μL aliquots, snap frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored 
at -80°C. 
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2.6.4 Refolding recombinant FGF19 and FGF21 proteins from inclusion bodies 
Competent C41 (DE3) E. coli cells were transformed with a FGF19 (23-216) or FGF21 
(29-209) construct in the pAZET09 vector. Glycerol stocks prepared from these were 
used to inoculate cultures of 500 mL TB medium containing ampicillin (50 mg/L) and 
cultures were shaken at 37°C. Following induction of expression with 0.4 mM IPTG cells 
were shaken overnight at 37°C. Cells were then harvested and frozen. Harvested frozen 
cell pellets were thawed on ice, lysed by chemical lysis and the supernatant discarded. 
The pellets contained inclusion bodies of FGF19 or FGF21. Pellets were washed 
sequentially with three solutions buffered with 50 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0 (centrifuging at 
20,000 x g, 30 minutes and 4°C between washes and discarding the supernatant): 2% 
Triton-X100, 1 M NaCl, and just buffer. The purified inclusion bodies were then reduced 
(25 mM Tris-HCL pH 8.0 and 20 mM TCEP) and denatured (6 M Gdn-HCl pH 8) followed 
by centrifugation (20,000 x g, 30 minutes and 4°C) and the supernatant placed on ice. 
Cold, solubilised inclusion bodies in the supernatant were swiftly poured into 20-30 
volumes of pre-chilled refolding solution (0.5 M L-arginine, 100 mM NaCl, 100 mM Tris-
HCl pH 8.0, 2 mM L-cysteine and 0.2 mM L-cystine) and sealed for 1-2 days at 4°C. 
Refolded protein was dialysed against 25 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0 and 1 mM NaCl in 3.5 kDa 
MWCO snakeskin dialysis tubing (Thermo Fisher Scientific), sterile filtered (0.22 μM) to 
remove refolding precipitates and loaded onto a HisTrap FF Crude 5 mL column (GE 
Healthcare) pre-equilibrated in His buffer A. Protein was eluted with 100% His buffer B 
and dialysed against 25 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0 and 1 mM NaCl in 3.5 kDa MWCO 
snakeskin dialysis tubing. Protein was then injected onto a HiLoad 26/60 Superdex 200 
prep grade column (GE Healthcare) pre-equilibrated in NR SEC buffer. Peak fractions 
were analysed by reducing 15% SDS-PAGE, pooled and concentrated to 500-1400 μL, 
1-7 mg/mL and over 95% purity in most cases (purity estimated by SDS-PAGE analysis) 
using fresh Vivaspin-20 3 kDa MWCO centrifugal concentrators (Sartorius Stedim 
Biotech). Protein concentrations were measured using the Nanodrop 2000c (Thermo 
Fisher Scientific) before protein was snap frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored at -80°C. 
 
2.7 Production of phosphorylated recombinant FGFR3 KD protein 
 
Recombinant unphosphorylated FGFR3 KD proteins at 2-10 mg/mL were incubated with 
25 mM MgCl2 and 10 mM ATP at 22°C for 45 minutes for autophosphorylation to occur. 
Kinase reactions were stopped with 50 mM EDTA and desalted on a HiLoad 16/60 
Superdex 75 column (GE Healthcare) using an Akta Purifier (GE Healthcare) with 
desalting buffer (25 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0, 10 mM NaCl and 1 mM TCEP). Peak fractions 
corresponding to FGFR3 were pooled and loaded on to a 1 mL Resource Q anion-
exchange column (GE Healthcare) equilibrated in Q buffer A. Differently phosphorylated 
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FGFR3 protein was eluted with a very shallow linear gradient over 500 column volumes 
to 40% of Q buffer B. The resulting chromatogram showed five peaks, corresponding to 
the 0p, 1p, 2p, 3p and 4p phosphorylated forms of FGFR3. This was confirmed by native 
PAGE analysis (gels prepared in-house) of pooled fractions from each peak. The 4p 
peak fractions were pooled and concentrated to 1-2 mg/mL using a Vivaspin-20 10 kDa 
MWCO centrifugal concentrator (Sartorius Stedim Biotech). Protein was aliquoted in 
50 μL aliquots, snap frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored at -80°C. 
 
2.8 Top-down native mass spectrometry 
 
Recombinant purified protein samples were diluted to 0.1 mg/mL in UPLC-grade H2O 
containing 0.1% v/v formic acid and 10 μL of each sample was analysed on a Acquity 
UPLC® system (Waters) using a C4 column coupled to a single-quadrupole mass 
spectrometer. Samples were subjected to electrospray ionisation in positive ion mode. 
Absolute molecular masses were determined (to the nearest Dalton) following 
deconvolution of the mass/charge spectra using a maximum entropy method in-built in 
the Waters software. 
 
2.9 Kinase assays 
 
In vitro kinase assays were performed at 21-22°C using the ADP-Glo™ kinase assay 
(Promega). Assay reagents were prepared as per the manufacturer’s instructions, and 
only Ultra Pure ATP (Promega) was used. Kinase reactions were carried out in kinase 
reaction buffer (KRB) (initially buffered with 40 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0 during optimisations 
with FGFR3-2C, and later with HEPES-HCl pH 7.5 following buffer screening, both 
versions containing 20 mM NaCl, 20 mM MgCl2, 100 μM Na3VO4 and 100 μM TCEP) in 
15 μL triplicate reactions unless otherwise indicated. All assays in which the final kinase 
concentrations were predominantly below 0.5 μM also contained 2 mM MnCl2 and 
0.1 mg/mL BSA. A poly-Glu-Tyr (polyE4Y1) peptide (Sigma) was used as a synthetic 
kinase substrate. All reaction components were serially diluted in KRB. Reactions were 
started by the addition of either ATP or kinase, depending on the type of experiment. 
After the required reaction duration, kinase reactions were stopped by the addition of 
15 μL ADP-Glo™ Reagent for 40 minutes, followed by the addition of 30 μL Kinase 
Detection Reagent for 30-60 minutes (depending on the concentration of ATP used in 
the assay). All 60 μL of each ADP-Glo™ reaction was then transferred to the 
corresponding well of a white opaque shallow 96-well ProxiPlate (Perkin Elmer), unless 
otherwise indicated, and luminescence was measured at 520 nm on a FLUOstar Optima 
microplate reader (BMG Labtech) in arbitrary luminescence units (AU). Data were 
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analysed using Prism software (GraphPad). Different equations, built-in to the Prism 
software, were used for non-linear regression (curve fitting) for analysing data from 
different types of assays. For autophosphorylation and substrate phosphorylation dose 
response experiments, the relevant saturation dose response binding equations 
(equations 1 and 2 respectively) were used to fit the data. For time course experiments, 
a one phase exponential model for pseudo-first order association kinetics (equation 3) 
was used to fit the data, and the equilibrium dissociation constant (KD) concentrations for 
each FGFR3 variant extracted from these fits were then used to set up the ATP titration 
experiments. Data from ATP titration experiments were fit using the Michaelis-Menten 
equation (equation 4), from which the affinity constant for ATP (KM(ATP)) and the maximum 
velocity (Vmax) were extracted and used to calculate the turnover rates and catalytic 
efficiencies for each FGFR3 variant. Error propagation during such calculations was 
performed using the relevant standard product or quotient rules. 
 
Equation 1: ‘Log(agonist) vs. response’ (with variable Hill slope) equation. This was used 
to fit data from autophosphorylation dose response experiments to improve the visual 
clarity of displayed data. It assumes that ligands are in sufficient excess such that 
negligible ligand depletion occurs over the duration of the experiment. Note that although 
the equation analyses the data using logarithmic-transformed values of FGFR3 
concentrations, the data in this work are subsequently displayed in non-logarithmic form. 
 
𝑦 =  𝑌௠௜௡ +  
𝑌௠௔௫ −  𝑌௠௜௡
1 +  10ு(୪୭୥୉େఱబ ି ௫)
 
 
where 𝑦 – phosphorylation (arbitrary units, AU), 𝑥 – FGFR3 concentration (µM), 
𝑌௠௔௫ – maximum phosphorylation (AU), 𝑌௠௜௡ – minimum phosphorylation (AU), 𝐻 – Hill 
slope, ECହ଴ – FGFR3 concentration that produces a response half way between 𝑌௠௔௫ and 
𝑌௠௜௡ (µM). 
 
Equation 2. ‘One site specific binding’ (with variable Hill slope) equation. This was used 
to fit data from polyE4Y1 substrate phosphorylation dose response experiments to 
improve the visual clarity of displayed data. It assumes that enzymes and ligands are 
equally accessible to each other, enzymes are free or ligand bound (no intermediate 
affinity states), ligand binding is reversible and does not alter enzyme or ligands, and all 
ligands are in sufficient excess such that negligible ligand depletion occurs. 
 
𝑦 =
𝑌௠௔௫ [𝑥]
Kௗ + [𝑥]
 
 
where 𝑦 – phosphorylation (arbitrary units, AU), [𝑥] – FGFR3 concentration (µM), 
𝑌௠௔௫ – maximum phosphorylation (AU), Kௗ – equilibrium binding constant (µM). 
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Equation 3. ‘One phase exponential association’ equation. This was used to fit data from 
time course experiments and to calculate the ‘half-time’ (T1/2), the time at which half of 
the ligand binding sites become occupied with ligand. It assumes that all ligands are in 
sufficient excess such that negligible ligand depletion occurs, enzymatic ligand binding 
sites become occupied with ligand over time, fewer ligand binding sites are unoccupied 
over time so fewer ligands bind and the curve levels off. 
 
𝑦 = 𝑌଴ + (𝑌௠௔௫ − 𝑌଴)(1 − 𝑒ି௄௫) 
 
where 𝑦 – phosphorylation (arbitrary units, AU), 𝑥 – time (minutes, min), 𝑌଴ – 𝑦 when 
𝑥 = 0 (min), 𝑌௠௔௫ – 𝑦 when 𝑥 = infinity (min), 𝐾 – rate constant (inverse minutes, min-1). 
Also computed T1/2 = ௟௡ଶ௄  (min). 
 
Equation 4: ‘Michaelis Menten’ equation. This was used to fit data from (ATP or polyE4Y1) 
substrate titration experiments. It assumes that the rate of production of product is linear 
over the chosen time period, all ligands (except the one being titrated) are in sufficient 
excess such that negligible depletion of the secondary ligand occurs, there is negligible 
product formation in the absence of enzyme, and there are no cooperativity or allosteric 
effects by either ligands or products that might modulate enzyme activity. 
 
𝑣 =
𝑉௠௔௫ [S]
K୑ + [S]
 
 
where 𝑣 – phosphorylation (arbitrary units, AU), [S] – ATP or polyE4Y1 peptide ligand 
concentration (µM), 𝑉௠௔௫ – maximum phosphorylation (AU), K୑ – ligand equilibrium 
binding constant (µM). 
 
Analyses using equations 1-4 also assume that ADP produced in kinase reactions is only 
produced by the FGFR3 KD variant being screened (no spontaneous ADP generation), 
that there is no spontaneous degradation or other loss of enzyme over the time course 
of the reaction, and that there are no effects of cooperativity, allostery or inhibition by 
substrates or reaction products. 
 
2.10 General mammalian cell culture materials and methods 
 
2.10.1 Maintenance of adherent mammalian cell lines 
All cells were maintained in T25 and T75 culture flasks (Corning) at 37°C with 5% CO2 
in a humidified incubator unless otherwise specified. NIH 3T3 cells were cultured with 
10% CO2 in high-glucose Dulbecco’s Modified Eagle’s Medium (DMEM) (Sigma) 
supplemented with 10% v/v Foetal Bovine Serum (FBS) (Thermo Fisher Scientific) and 
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2 mM GlutaMAX™ (Thermo Fisher Scientific). Stable pFB-FGFR3b NIH 3T3 cell lines 
were cultured similarly with 10% CO2 in this medium supplemented with a maintenance 
dose of 100 μg/mL hygromycin B (Invitrogen). Phoenix™ cell lines were cultured in the 
same medium supplemented with a maintenance dose of 300 μg/mL hygromycin B. HEK 
293T cells were cultured in the same medium without any antibiotics, and were 
transiently transfected when they were 60% confluent. 3T3-L1 pre-adipocytes were 
cultured in the same medium with 1 x penicillin-streptomycin solution (Sigma). For each 
cell line, serum free medium (SFM) refers to medium as specified above, but without 
FBS. 
 
2.10.2 Maintenance of suspension mammalian cell lines 
All cells were maintained in vented Erlenmeyer flasks (Corning) in a humidified incubator 
at 37°C and 8% CO2 with shaking at 130 rpm (FreeStyle™ 293F) or 5% CO2 with shaking 
at 140 rpm (Expi293F™ and CHO-EBNA GS cells, maintained at AstraZeneca by David 
Fisher). FreeStyle™ 293F cells were cultured in FreeStyle™ 293 expression medium 
(Thermo Fisher Scientific) and maintained between 0.1-2.0 x 106 cells/mL. Expi293F™ 
cells were cultured in Expi293F™ expression medium (Thermo Fisher Scientific) and 
maintained between 0.2-2.0 x 106 cells/mL.  Proprietary CHO-EBNA GS cells were 
cultured in CD CHO medium (Thermo Fisher Scientific) supplemented with 25 μM 
methionine sulphoximine and 100 μg/mL hygromycin B (supplements were removed 
from culture medium from two passages prior to transfection to transfection onwards) 
and maintained between 0.2-2.5 x 106 cells/mL. Expi293F™ and CHO-EBNA GS cells 
were maintained at AstraZeneca by David Fisher. 
 
2.10.3 Live Cell Imaging and Counting 
Images of live cells in culture were captured using the Axiovert 25 microscope (Zeiss) 
configured for brightfield phase contrast or green epifluorescence microscopy. Where 
required, cells were counted using the Cellometer® Auto T4 (Nexcelom Bioscience). 
 
2.10.4 Transient Transfections 
Adherent HEK 293T cells were transfected with FuGENE HD (Promega) using (per mL 
medium) 50 μL Opti-MEM™ SFM (Thermo Fisher Scientific), 1 μg purified DNA and 3 μL 
FuGENE® HD incubated together for 15 minutes at room temperature before adding 
these complexes to cells. FreeStyle™ 293F cells were transfected with a branched 10-
25 kDa polyethylenimine (PEI) cationic polymer (Sigma) using (per mL of cell 
suspension) 40 μL Opti-PRO™ SFM (Thermo Fisher Scientific) supplemented with 4 mM 
L-glutamine (Thermo Fisher Scientific), 1.25 μg purified DNA and 1.875 μg PEI incubated 
together for 10 minutes at room temperature before adding these complexes to cells. 
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Expi293F™ cells were transfected with a linear 40 kDa PEI Max cationic polymer 
(Polysciences) using (per mL of cell suspension) 100 μL Expi293F™ expression medium 
(Thermo Fisher Scientific), 1.5 μg purified DNA and 6 μg PEI Max incubated together for 
15 minutes at room temperature before adding these complexes to cells. CHO-EBNA 
GS cells were transfected by the addition of (per mL of cell suspension) 0.5 μg purified 
DNA and 7 μg of the linear 40 kDa PEI Max (Polysciences) directly into the cell 
suspension. Transfection of Expi293F™and CHO-EBNA GS cells was performed at 
AstraZeneca under the supervision of David Fisher. 
 
2.11 Production of stable NIH 3T3 cell lines by retroviral transduction 
 
Purified plasmid preparations (2.5 μg) of the pFB empty vector and the pFB vector 
harbouring human FGFR3b wildtype (WT) and mutants were mixed with TransIT®-293 
transfection reagent (Mirus) as per the manufacturer’s instructions, in the presence of 
SFM for 20 minutes at room temperature. These complexes were transfected into 50-
70% confluent Phoenix™ cells and maintained daily in fresh medium supplemented with 
300 μg/mL hygromycin B. After 72 hours the retroviral supernatant was harvested, sterile 
filtered (0.45 μm) and mixed with 8 μg/mL polybrene (Sigma). NIH 3T3 cells were 
incubated in the retroviral supernatant for 4 hours, and then maintained in fresh medium 
until they were considered ‘stable’ (two passages post-transduction, 72 hours). 
Successfully transduced cells were propagated by antibiotic selection with fresh medium 
supplemented with 200 μg/mL hygromycin B before freezing aliquots of the stable cell 
lines. Upon re-seeding from stocks, cell lines were subjected to selection with fresh 
medium supplemented with 200 μg/mL hygromycin B for a further three passages before 
they were fully selected. Cells were then maintained in fresh medium containing the 
maintenance dose of 100 μg/mL hygromycin B. 
 
2.12 Differentiation of 3T3-L1 pre-adipocytes to adipocytes 
 
3T3-L1 mouse pre-adipocytes were cultured to 80% confluence in a T75 and then 
distributed evenly between 24 wells of 6-well plates (Nunc) with 3 mL per well culture 
medium. Cells were confluent after 48 hours, so differentiation was initiated after a further 
48 hours (96 hours after seeding cells). Differentiation was initiated (Day 0) by treating 
the cells with MDI induction medium (medium supplemented with 0.5 mM 3-isobutyl-1-
methylxanthine, 5 μg/mL insulin, 1 μM dexamethasone and 1 μM rosiglitazone). Three 
days later, MDI induction medium was replaced with insulin medium (medium 
supplemented with 0.2 μg/mL insulin). Three days later, insulin medium was replaced 
with fresh culture medium. Fresh culture medium was replaced twice more every two 
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days, at which point cells were considered sufficiently differentiated to be used for 
experiments (Day 10-13). This method of adipocyte differentiation was modified from a 
published 3T3-L1 differentiation protocol (Zebisch et al., 2012). 
 
2.13 Anchorage independent growth assays 
 
Stable NIH 3T3 WT and mutant cell lines were seeded in triplicate at 5 x 103 cells per 
well of a 6-well plate (TPP) in medium containing 0.4% w/v agarose (diluted from 4% w/v 
agarose, Thermo Fisher Scientific), on a base of medium containing 0.8% w/v agarose. 
Cells were fed weekly with medium containing 0.4% w/v agarose. After two weeks, cells 
were stained for 24 hours with 0.3% w/v p-iodonitrotetrazolium violet (Sigma) and a 
representative area of each well was imaged using a Hamamatsu ORCA-285 camera 
coupled to a Nikon SMZ1000 microscope. Binary masks were applied to the images and 
thresholding parameters for area and perimeter of colonies with a mean diameter greater 
than 100 μm were set on ImageJ. Colonies were counted electronically using ImageJ 
only if they satisfied both the area and perimeter criteria above the threshold values, and 
colony counts were then manually checked and adjusted if necessary. 
 
2.14 Protein extraction from adherent mammalian cells 
 
Cultured cells were either starved in SFM or left ‘unstarved’ (as appropriate), and then 
lysed in situ with 75 μL mammalian-lysis buffer (20 mM Tris-HCl pH 7.5, 150 mM NaCl, 
1 mM EDTA, 1 mM EGTA, 1% v/v Triton X-100, 20 mM sodium pyrophosphate, 25 mM 
sodium fluoride, 1 mM β-glycerophosphate, 3 mM Na3VO4 and 1 µg/ml leupeptin) 
containing cOmplete™ protease inhibitor cocktail (Roche). Lysates were clarified by 
centrifugation (16,000 x g, 5 minutes and 4°C). Total protein concentration was 
determined using the Pierce™ BCA Protein Assay kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific). 
 
NIH 3T3 cells were cultured to 70-80% confluence in 2-3 T75 culture flasks per stable 
cell line. Cultured cells were either starved for 2 hours at 37°C and 10% CO2 in SFM or 
were left ‘unstarved’ in normal medium containing FBS, and then lysed in situ with 75 μL 
(per T75 culture flask) mammalian-lysis buffer. Protein was then extracted and lysates 
clarified. 3T3-L1 cells were differentiated in 6-well plates as described above. 
Differentiated cells were then starved (Day 10-13 differentiated adipocytes) overnight in 
SFM containing 0.2% BSA (Sigma) while partly differentiated cells were left ‘unstarved’ 
(Day 0-10 pre-adipocytes) in normal medium containing FBS. Pre-adipocytes were then 
lysed in situ with 75 μL (per well of 6-well plate) mammalian-lysis buffer and protein 
extracted. Differentiated adipocytes were treated with FGFs at varying concentrations 
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(or no FGF controls) with 0.2% BSA for 10 minutes before being lysed in situ with 75 μL 
(per well of 6-well plate) mammalian-lysis buffer. Protein was then extracted and lysates 
clarified. 
 
2.15 Immunoprecipitation of FGFR3 protein from NIH 3T3 cells 
 
Anti-FGFR3 primary antibody F3922 (Sigma) diluted at 1:25 in mammalian-lysis buffer 
(1 μg antibody per 1 μg of NIH 3T3 lysate) was incubated for 10 minutes at room 
temperature with magnetic Protein A Dynabeads® (Thermo Fisher Scientific) pre-
equilibrated in mammalian-lysis buffer (5 µL Dynabead® suspension per 1 µg F3922 
anti-FGFR3 antibody). Antibody:Dynabead® complexes were washed and incubated 
with clarified NIH 3T3 lysates (prepared as in section 2.14) overnight at 4°C. Target 
protein-bound antibody:Dynabead® complexes were washed and protein was eluted by 
boiling in 4 x SDS-PAGE sample buffer. Eluted supernatant was then analysed by 
immunoblotting. Immunoprecipitation and immunoblots shown in Figure 3.19b were 
performed by the Research and Clinical Pathology Support Unit at the UCL Cancer 
Institute. 
 
2.16 Antibody array 
 
A PathScan® intracellular signalling antibody array kit with chemiluminescent readout 
(Cell Signaling Technologies) was purchased and used as per the manufacturer’s 
instructions, using the array blocking buffer and detection antibody cocktail supplied in 
this kit and using NIH 3T3 lysates prepared as in section 2.14. Arrays were imaged using 
the Odyssey® Fc system (Li-Cor Biosciences). Densitometric analyses were performed 
using Image Studio™ Lite (Li-Cor Biosciences). 
 
2.17 Small-scale expression tests with suspension mammalian cell lines 
 
Cells (10 mL) were seeded in vented 50 mL mini bioreactors (Corning) at densities of 
1.0-1.4 x 106 cells/mL (FreeStyle™ 293F), 3.5-4.2 x 106 cells/mL (Expi293F™) and 1.0-
1.2 x 106 cells/mL (CHO-EBNA GS). Cells were transiently transfected using the PEI 
(FreeStyle™ 293F) or PEI Max (Expi293F™ and CHO-EBNA GS) methods. After 
24 hours post-transfection, Expi293F™ and CHO-EBNA GS cells were fed with 10 mL 
Expi293F™ expression medium (Expi293F™ cells) or 6.7 mL CD CHO medium 
containing a proprietary MedImmune feed ‘M20A’ (CHO-EBNA GS cells) and were 
transferred to a humidified incubator at 37°C and 5% CO2 with shaking at 700 rpm. 
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For FreeStyle™ 293F expression tests, samples of cells and media were taken every 
day for 3-4 days post-transfection for all constructs. For Expi293F™ and CHO-EBNA GS 
transfections samples of cells and media were taken at 3 days (proteins expected to be 
intracellularly expressed) and 7 days (proteins expected to be secreted into the medium) 
post-transfection. Cell samples were lysed in 0.1 volumes PBS-lysis buffer (PBS pH 7.2, 
1% Triton X-100 and 1 x cOmplete™ protease inhibitor cocktail [Roche]). Media and 
whole-cell lysate samples were then denatured with 4 x SDS-PAGE sample buffer and 
analysed for recombinant protein expression by SDS-PAGE and immunoblotting. 
 
2.18 Purification of recombinant FGFR1c proteins from conditioned media 
from mammalian cell lines 
 
Medium harvested from small-scale expression tests of FGFR1c (22-374) constructs in 
FreeStyle™ 293F cells (Day 3, 30 mL), Expi293F™ cells (18 mL, Day 7) and CHO-EBNA 
GS cells (13 mL, Day 7) was loaded onto a HisTrap FF Crude 5 mL column (GE 
Healthcare) pre-equilibrated in His buffer A. Proteins were eluted with 100% His buffer 
B and these eluates were injected onto a HiLoad 26/60 Superdex 200 prep grade column 
(GE Healthcare) pre-equilibrated in NR SEC buffer. Peak fractions were analysed by 
reducing 10% SDS-PAGE, pooled and concentrated to 400-500 μL, 1-5.5 mg/mL and 
over 95% purity in most cases (purity estimated by SDS-PAGE analysis) using fresh 
Vivaspin-20 10 kDa MWCO centrifugal concentrators (Sartorius Stedim Biotech). Protein 
concentrations were measured using the Nanodrop 2000c (Thermo Fisher Scientific) 
before protein was snap frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored at -80°C. 
 
2.19 Homology modelling of human βKlotho KL1 and KL2 domains 
 
Human βKlotho KL1 and KL2 domains share just 28% and 36% sequence identity and 
similarity respectively. Therefore the two KL domains were modelled independently, 
against two different templates, using the SWISS-MODEL web-based protein structure 
modelling workspace (Arnold et al., 2006). Each template was optimally selected from 
searches against the SWISS-MODEL template library (up-to-date as of 24th June 2017). 
Human βKlotho KL1 (53-508) and KL2 (517-967) sequences were used as input queries 
for template searches. SWISS-MODEL was then used to build homology models per 
domain using the top three templates with the ‘best match’ to each KL domain (based on 
sequence identity, SWISS-MODEL GMQE and QMEAN scores for model quality 
evaluation and filtering for resolution of the PDB structure <2.2 Å). Finally, the model with 
the highest GMQE and QMEAN model quality evaluation scores for each KL domain was 
selected for further analysis. 
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2.20 Biophysical techniques for analyses of recombinant proteins 
 
2.20.1 Thermofluor assay 
Recombinant FGFR3 KD protein samples were mixed with Sypro® Orange fluorescent 
dye (Thermo Fisher Scientific) at final concentrations of 1 mg/mL protein and 1:500 dye 
respectively in triplicate reactions. Samples were then subjected to a temperature 
gradient between 10-95°C increasing at 0.5°C intervals (10 seconds each) on a MyiQ™ 
Real-Time PCR detection system (Bio-Rad). Data were analysed using Prism software 
(GraphPad) with a custom Boltzmann sigmoid equation with linear baselines. 
 
2.20.2 Circular Dichroism (CD) spectroscopy 
Purified FGF proteins were diluted to 200 μL in NR SEC buffer to 1 mg/mL and then 
dialysed against 3 x 2 L CD buffer (20 mM sodium phosphate pH 7.5) changed over 
24 hours at 4°C. Final protein concentrations were re-measured using the Nanodrop 
2000c (Thermo Fisher Scientific) before CD experiments were performed on the Jasco 
J-720 instrument using a 0.1 mm path length cuvette. Ten scans were taken for each 
protein (using CD buffer as a reference) between 180-300 nm at 1 nm intervals. Scans 
were averaged, reference subtracted and zeroed using CDtool software (Lees et al., 
2004). Secondary structure analyses of the processed data were performed on the online 
DichroWeb server using the CDSSTR algorithm (Manavalan and Johnson, 1987) with 
reference dataset SP175 (Lees et al., 2006) as well as the online tool BeStSel (Micsonai 
et al., 2015) on the highest quality data between 190-240 nm. 
 
2.20.3 Isothermal Titration Calorimetry (ITC) 
Recombinant purified FGF and FGFR1c proteins were buffer exchanged into the same 
batch of NR SEC buffer using a HiLoad 26/60 Superdex 200 prep grade column (GE 
Healthcare). All proteins were further diluted using this same batch of NR SEC buffer 
where necessary. A MicroCal™ iTC-200 instrument (MicroCal) was used. For all 
experiments, FGF ligands (200 μM) were injected from the syringe into the sample cell 
containing FGFR1c protein (20 μM) purified from FreeStyle™ 293F cells. Experiments 
were all performed at 25°C. Data were analysed using Origin® software (MicroCal) by 
fixing the reaction stoichiometry as 1 (the theoretical stoichiometry for this interaction) 
and attempting to fit the data to a one-site model within the software. 
 
2.20.4 Surface Plasmon Resonance (SPR) spectroscopy 
Experiments were conducted on the Biacore™ T200 instrument (GE Healthcare) using 
NTA sensor chips with four flow cells (Fc) per sensor chip. FGF1, FGF19 and FGF21 
(and ‘no FGF’) were diluted from frozen stocks to 1-2 μg/mL in HBS-EP buffer (10 mM 
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HEPES-NaOH pH 7.4, 150 mM NaCl, 3 mM EDTA and 0.05% v/v Tween® 20). Diluted 
FGFs were immobilised on an NTA sensor chip, using Ni2+-NTA affinity immobilisation 
followed by primary amine coupling and ethanolamine termination, and using a 
30 μL/minute flow rate with a target immobilisation level of 30 response units (RU). A 
two-fold dilution series of purified FGFR1c protein was prepared in HBS-EP buffer and 
kinetics experiments were performed with these analytes using a 30 μL/minute flow rate. 
Analyte was injected for 180 seconds (association) and then HBS-EP buffer was injected 
for 180 seconds (dissociation). The chip surface was washed with 10 mM glycine pH 3.0 
following injection and regenerated with 2 M NaCl. Affinity calculations were performed 
with the Biacore T200 evaluation software (GE Healthcare). 
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Chapter 3: Assessment of FGFR cancer-associated mutations 
 
3.1 Introduction 
 
A decade of efforts dedicated to the deep sequencing of patient tumour samples and 
cancer cell lines has resulted in a wealth of mutation data being accumulated for cancer-
associated genes such as FGFRs. As mentioned in Chapter 1, FGFRs are known 
oncogenes and several types of aberrations affect the FGFR genes giving rise to 
deregulated signalling in all types of malignancies. Aberrations in FGFRs are estimated 
to be present in about 7% of solid tumours (Guagnano et al., 2012, Helsten et al., 2016). 
In particular, cancer-associated somatic point mutations make up almost 30% of FGFR 
aberrations and have been reported in all four FGFRs and in all types of cancers (Figures 
3.1 and 3.2). Components of FGFR signalling are in fact thought to be the most enriched 
for non-synonymous point mutations in cancer (Greenman et al., 2007). The highest 
occurrence of point mutations in FGFRs is in FGFR3 followed by FGFR2 and 
subsequently these are found most commonly in urothelial (bladder) and endometrial 
carcinomas respectively (Guagnano et al., 2012, Abbosh et al., 2015, Carter et al., 2015, 
Helsten et al., 2016). Despite the observation that FGFRs (like other RTKs) are 
frequently found mutated in cancers, development of treatments targeting FGFRs in the 
clinic have lagged behind those targeting other RTKs, and currently there are no 
approved agents for the treatment of cancers based on FGFR targeting. Further 
advancement of the molecular understanding of FGFR function and activation, and the 
impact of cancer-associated mutations on these phenomena, will aid the development 
of targeted anti-FGFR agents and will directly inform ongoing clinical trials. 
 
This Chapter will explore the diversity of non-synonymous point mutations in FGFRs in 
cancer. The functional impact and possible activation mechanisms of commonly 
occurring, known activating missense substitutions will be discussed with a focus on 
mutations in FGFR3. Finally, the discovery of acquired mechanisms of resistance in 
FGFRs (including through point mutations) in cancer in response to clinical treatments 
and their mechanisms will be presented. 
 
3.1.1 Identification of somatic missense substitutions in FGFRs in cancer 
The first identification of a somatic mutation in FGFRs in cancer was in FGFR3 in multiple 
myeloma (Chesi et al., 1997). In the two decades that followed, thousands of somatic 
mutations have been identified in FGFR3 and in the other FGFRs through a combination 
of large-scale cancer genome sequencing projects and smaller lab-based 
70 
 
 
 
Figure 3.1 Landscape of aberrations in FGFRs in all types of cancers. Bar chart showing the 
approximate percentages of FGFR alterations found in diverse tumour types in all four FGFRs, 
including FGFR gene amplifications, point mutations and chromosomal rearrangements leading 
to gene fusions, ranked by the cancer type. The upper bar for each tumour type shows the type 
of mutation, while the lower bar shows the total percentage of aberrations occurring in each FGFR 
isoform. Figure from (Helsten et al., 2016). 
 
 
studies. Two of the largest international consortia (still ongoing) are The Cancer Genome 
Atlas (TCGA) [cancergenome.nih.gov] (Cancer Genome Atlas Research et al., 2013) 
and the International Cancer Genome Consortium (ICGC) [icgc.org] (International 
Cancer Genome et al., 2010) which have currently sequenced more than 11000 and 
17000 cancer genomes respectively from 33 cancer types (October 2017). Other smaller 
studies such as one mentioned in Chapter 1 which analysed nearly 5000 tumour samples 
specifically to assess the mutation status of FGFRs (Helsten et al., 2016) combined with 
data from larger collaborative international projects have fostered efforts to 
comprehensively curate mutation data detected across all studies into central online 
databases. The largest such database, whose entire integrated dataset is also publicly 
available, is the Catalogue of Somatic Mutations in Cancer (COSMIC) 
[cancer.sanger.ac.uk] (Forbes et al., 2015). This database is updated every few months, 
curating new genes and ensuring the dataset is maintained and kept up-to-date by 
including new data from the most recent studies. It has provided invaluable insights into 
patterns of cancer-associated aberrations across different genes and cancer types, 
including somatic point mutations in FGFRs. 
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Figure 3.2 Somatic cancer-associated point mutations span the entire length of FGFRs. 
Total number of observations of somatic point mutations reported in tumours from cancer patients 
in FGFR1-4 from COSMIC, including insertions and deletions (in-frame and frame shift) and 
missense substitutions (upper four panels). The most commonly observed mutations (hotspots) 
in each FGFR are labelled with residue numbering according to the canonical FGFR c splice 
isoforms. The FGFR domain organisation is illustrated below the mutation histograms using 
FGFR3c residue numbering as a reference (lower panel), showing the D1, D2 and D3 
extracellular immunoglobulin-like domains, acid box (AB), transmembrane helix (TM) and the 
‘split’ tyrosine kinase domain (KD). This illustration corresponds to the locations of mutations in 
the upper four panels found in each FGFR domain. Figure adapted from (Babina and Turner, 
2017). 
 
 
Rather than being limited only to regions that are important for kinase function (as is the 
case in closely related RTKs) such as the kinase domain (KD), somatic point mutations 
in FGFRs have been found to span the entire length of the receptors (Figure 3.2). 
Notably, several of these mutations are also the same as mutations found in FGFRs in 
germline disorders such as skeletal dysplasias (Wilkie, 2005, Gallo et al., 2015) and 
these mutations were discovered in FGFRs in the context of skeletal disorders in the 
early 1990s, first in FGFR3 (Rousseau et al., 1994, Shiang et al., 1994) and very soon 
after in FGFR1 and FGFR2 (Jabs et al., 1994, Muenke et al., 1994, Reardon et al., 1994). 
72 
 
The functional impact and mechanisms of action of several of the most frequently 
occurring point mutations in FGFRs have therefore been investigated over the years in 
the context of both germline disorders and cancer. What is known so far about these is 
presented in the next sections with a focus on point mutations in FGFR3. 
 
3.1.2 Cancer-associated mutation hotspots in FGFR3 
By far the most frequently detected somatic missense substitution in all FGFRs in cancer 
is FGFR3-S249C (Figure 3.2) with over 2000 observations to date. This mutation occurs 
in the D2-D3 linker of the FGFR3 ectodomain, adjacent to another of the ‘top 5’ most 
common FGFR mutations, FGFR3-R248C (over 400 observations). Another very 
frequently detected mutation is FGFR3-Y373C (over 600 observations) which lies in the 
extracellular juxtamembrane region. These three FGFR3 mutations constitute more than 
85% of all cancer-associated mutations detected in FGFR3 to date (di Martino et al., 
2016). The other most frequent mutation ‘hotspots’ in FGFRs (each with 40-500 
observations in cancer) all occur in FGFR3, either in the extracellular juxtamembrane or 
transmembrane region (G370C and A391E) or in the KD (K650E/M and G697C). Similar 
mutations in these regions also occur in the other FGFRs (Figure 3.2), some at the 
precise corresponding residues. It should be noted that some mutations were detected 
in the FGFR b splice isoforms (depending on the tissue of origin which determines which 
splice isoform is expressed, see section 1.4), but in this work all mutations will be referred 
to using the residue numbering of the canonical FGFR c splice isoforms. 
 
3.1.3 Functional impacts of gain-of-function mutations in FGFR3 
FGFR3 mutations are found in 75% of non-muscle invasive (lower grade) urothelial 
carcinomas and in approximately 15% of higher grade muscle invasive urothelial 
carcinomas (Cappellen et al., 1999, Billerey et al., 2001, Kimura et al., 2001, van Rhijn 
et al., 2001, Helsten et al., 2016) as well as in about 5% and 3% of cervical and small 
cell lung carcinomas respectively (Rosty et al., 2005, Helsten et al., 2016). Therefore, 
many of the point mutations listed above have been rigorously studied to assess their 
functional impact in the context of cancers and germline disorders by assessing their 
effects on FGFR dimerisation and activation. Such experiments have helped classify 
mutations into driver mutations that might contribute directly to development and/or 
maintenance of disease, or passenger mutations that might just be passive and not play 
direct roles in pathogenesis. It is thought that many of these ‘drivers’ are gain-of-function 
mutations that constitutively activate FGFRs, allowing illicit ligand-independent 
signalling, and evidence for this is discussed in the next sections. 
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3.1.4 Oncogenic FGFR3 extracellular and transmembrane region mutations 
Several frequently observed FGFR3 variants in the ectodomain or the transmembrane 
region result in the introduction of a new cysteine residue, particularly R248C, S249C, 
G370C and Y373C. This led to the hypothesis that the mutations may activate FGFRs 
by constitutive dimerisation of the extracellular or transmembrane domains (Figures 3.3 
and 1.12c). Early studies supported this hypothesis by showing (in NIH 3T3, COS or 
BaF3 model cell lines) that these mutations were dominantly acting and activating 
compared to FGFR3 wildtype (WT); they induced ligand independent dimerisation 
through disulphide bonding (abrogated upon chemical reduction), activation and 
constitutive tyrosine autophosphorylation in vitro (Naski et al., 1996, d'Avis et al., 1998, 
Adar et al., 2002, Hafner et al., 2010). Subsequently, studies focusing on S249C and 
Y373C showed that these mutations morphologically transform NIH 3T3 cells, 
hyperactivate several downstream signalling pathways, promote cell proliferation, 
increase cell saturation density and permit anchorage independent growth, and 
additionally these effects could be reversed by targeted gene knockdown or treatment 
with FGFR inhibitors (including in relevant bladder cancer cell lines expressing the 
FGFR3 mutants) (Chesi et al., 2001, Ronchetti et al., 2001, Bernard-Pierrot et al., 2006, 
Tomlinson et al., 2007b, di Martino et al., 2009, Qing et al., 2009, Chell et al., 2013, 
Williams et al., 2013). Furthermore, S249C (Bernard-Pierrot et al., 2006) and Y373C 
(Trudel et al., 2004) also produced tumours in xenograft models in nude mice and tumour 
growth could be inhibited in vivo by FGFR3 inhibitors (Trudel et al., 2004, Xin et al., 2006, 
Miyake et al., 2010), providing further evidence for the drug sensitivity and oncogenicity 
of these mutations. Similar studies performed for R248C and S249C in cellular and 
xenograft lung cancer models showed that these mutations are sensitive to FGFR 
inhibitors and the tumours are oncogene-addicted to mutant FGFR3 (Liao et al., 2013). 
The oncogenic effects and sensitivity of these activating FGFR3 mutants to FGFR 
inhibitors strongly implicates them as oncogenic drivers. 
 
However, despite the notion (supported by evidence from these cellular studies) that 
these cysteine mutants constitutively phosphorylate and activate FGFRs through ligand 
independent dimerisation, many of these studies suggested that this might only be a 
partial effect, with some less activating mutants (e.g. Y373C) becoming fully activated in 
a partially ligand dependent manner. Additionally, Förster Resonance Energy Transfer 
(FRET) experiments suggest that the R248C, S249C and Y373C mutations only partially 
stabilise FGFR3 dimers, but might instead activate FGFRs by inducing conformational 
perturbations (rather than constitutive dimerisation) that juxtapose the dimers in the 
correct orientation for full activation (Del Piccolo et al., 2015) while less activating 
mutations might only achieve correct juxtaposition (for full activation) upon ligand binding 
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(Adar et al., 2002). This mechanism of activation has also been proposed for the 
transmembrane non-cysteine activating hotspot mutation A391E suggesting it traps the 
dimer in the active conformation, mimicking the ligand-bound state (Chen et al., 2013a, 
Sarabipour and Hristova, 2015, Sarabipour and Hristova, 2016). Furthermore, many of 
the studies presented here have suggested that the position of the mutated residue in 
the extracellular or transmembrane region might affect the level of FGFR activation in a 
‘graded’ manner. This might lead to differential activation of the receptors and modulated 
signalling that presents as lower or higher grade tumours. The precise molecular 
activation mechanisms of these mutations remain to be fully elucidated, as is necessary 
for the development of precision targeted therapies against subsets of tumours 
harbouring these different mutations. 
 
 
 
Figure 3.3 Locations of hotspot mutations in the extracellular and transmembrane 
domains of FGFR3. The cysteine mutations are thought to constitutively dimerise, and thus 
activate, FGFR3. (a) Structural location of the two most frequently observed mutation hotpots in 
the FGFR3 extracellular region (R248C and S249C, shown as sticks against a surface and 
coloured green and navy blue respectively) mapped on a cartoon representation of the crystal 
structure of the FGFR3c extracellular region dimer [PDB: 1RY7] (Olsen et al., 2004) (coloured 
salmon), showing that they occur in the D2-D3 linker (left panel). A close-up view of this linker is 
shown in the right panel. (b) Structural location of the three most frequently observed mutation 
hotspots in the FGFR3 transmembrane (TM) region (A391E) and extracellular juxtamembrane 
(JM) region (G370C and Y373C) mapped on a cartoon representation of the structure of the 
FGFR3c TM domain dimer [PDB: 2LZL] (Bocharov et al., 2013) (coloured cyan). All three TM and 
JM hotspot residues are shown as sticks against a surface and coloured green. 
 
 
3.1.5 Mutation hotspots in the FGFR3 tyrosine KD 
Two hotspots in the FGFR3 KD at which mutations are observed most frequently are 
highlighted in Figure 3.4 (middle panel), namely K650 and G697. Mutations to cysteine 
at position G697 (which is in the αF-αG loop in the C-lobe of the KD) were all identified 
in a single study in oral squamous cell carcinomas (OSCC) (Zhang et al., 2005). This 
mutation is unlikely to activate FGFRs through creating disulphide linked dimers because 
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of the reducing nature of the cytoplasmic compartment in which the mutation exists. 
Although this study suggested that G697C is constitutively activating, a follow up study 
could not detect this mutation in any cases of OSCC (Aubertin et al., 2007), and so the 
relevance (and/or activation mechanism) of this hotspot mutation in cancer remains 
unresolved. 
 
In contrast, the activating nature of mutations at position K650 in the A-loop of the KD 
has been comprehensively demonstrated and the probable mechanisms of activation 
deciphered. K650E was initially identified in the context of thanatophoric dysplasia type 
II (Tavormina et al., 1995) where it was shown to be constitutively autophosphorylated, 
to hyperactivate downstream signalling, and (in most cases) increase proliferation in a 
(partially) ligand independent manner compared to WT (Naski et al., 1996, Webster et 
al., 1996, d'Avis et al., 1998, Tavormina et al., 1999, Lievens and Liboi, 2003, Krejci et 
al., 2008). Subsequently, it was shown to exert the same effects in the context of cancer, 
where it also transformed NIH 3T3 cells, promoted anchorage independent growth in soft 
agar, and led to tumour formation in nude mice (Hart et al., 2000, Chesi et al., 2001, 
Ronchetti et al., 2001, Kong et al., 2002, Agazie et al., 2003). However, unlike cysteine 
mutations in the extracellular and transmembrane regions, K650E did not induce 
formation of ligand independent dimers, and appeared to activate FGFR independently 
of dimerisation (Naski et al., 1996, d'Avis et al., 1998, di Martino et al., 2009). It was also 
found that the exact replacement at position K650 was important in determining the level 
of kinase activation, with K650E and K650M being most activating followed by other 
replacements (Webster et al., 1996, Bellus et al., 2000, Chen et al., 2013b). Additionally, 
studies in which the A-loop ‘twin’ tyrosine residues necessary for canonical KD activation 
were mutated to phenylalanine (Y647F and Y648F in FGFR3) showed that K650E was 
still activating in this context (Webster et al., 1996, Chen et al., 2005, Huang et al., 
2013b). It was therefore proposed that K650E might activate the KD by functionally 
mimicking the active kinase conformation independently of ligand binding or 
autophosphorylation. 
 
Recently, the structure of the FGFR3-K650E KD was solved by crystallography, 
providing molecular evidence for this proposed mechanism of KD activation (Huang et 
al., 2013b). This structure showed that mutation of position 650 to glutamic acid 
functionally mimics phosphorylation of the A-loop ‘twin’ tyrosines to stabilise the active 
KD conformation through altering two key networks of hydrogen bonds (Figure 3.4). One 
network is stabilising and is created at the A-loop, between E650 and Y648 and adjacent 
residues from the C-loop (R616 from the HRD motif) and A-loop (R640, T651 and T652), 
rendering the A-loop in an identical active conformation (Figure 3.4, right panel) as seen 
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for phosphorylated, active FGFR1 and FGFR2 KDs (Chen et al., 2007b, Bae et al., 
2009). The second network (the ‘molecular brake’ in the kinase hinge region) stabilises 
the inactive conformation, and E650 allosterically disrupts these autoinhibitory 
interactions (Figure 3.4, left panel). Recently, it was proposed that the assembly of the 
A-loop network upon phosphorylation is ‘sensed’ by the ‘DFG-latch’ and the ‘αC tether’ 
leading them to allosterically and dynamically ‘transmit’ the signal towards the kinase 
hinge to disassemble the ‘molecular brake’ and allow dynamic activation of the kinase 
(Chen et al., 2017). K650E was proposed to act by ‘hijacking’ this allosteric mechanism, 
shifting the equilibrium in favour of the active conformation. In addition, the crystal 
structure shows the presence of the β10/12 strands and ordering of the C- and R-spines, 
characteristic of an active KD (Figure 3.4, middle panel). This evidence for dimerisation- 
and ligand-independent FGFR hyperactivation by K650E strongly implicates it as a 
potential oncogenic driver. 
 
 
 
 
Figure 3.4 Locations of hotspot mutations in the FGFR3 KD and mechanism of activation 
of pathogenic mutation K650E. Structural locations of the two most frequently observed 
mutation hotspots in the FGFR3 KD (K650E and G697C, shown as sticks against a surface and 
coloured red) mapped on a cartoon representation of the crystal structure of the active FGFR3 
KD harbouring the K650E mutation (coloured grey) and with a non-hydrolysable ATP analogue 
(ACP, shown as sticks and coloured purple) bound in the ATP binding pocket [PDB: 4K33] (Huang 
et al., 2013b), showing that K650E is found in the A-loop and G697C is found in the αF-αG loop 
(middle panel). The mechanism of KD activation by K650E is depicted on this structure in the 
three panels shown in the same orientation. The middle panel shows ordering of the hydrophobic 
regulatory and catalytic (R- and C-) spines (residues shown as sticks against a surface and 
coloured navy blue and bright pink respectively) and presence of the β10/12 strands (coloured 
green). The left panel is a close-up view of the kinase hinge region showing disengagement of 
the hydrogen bonding network formed by the triad of ‘molecular brake’ residues (shown as sticks 
against a surface and coloured cyan and by atomic element with nitrogen atoms in navy blue and 
oxygen in red). The right panel is a close-up view of the A-loop showing an intact hydrogen 
bonding network formed between residues R616 from the C-loop and R640, Y648, E650, T651, 
and T652 from the A-loop (shown as sticks against a surface and coloured purple and by atomic 
element with nitrogen atoms in navy blue and oxygen in red, except for E650 which is coloured 
red). Hydrogen bonds in left and right panels are shown as dashed lines and coloured black. 
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3.1.6 Acquired resistance through FGFR mutation and/or RTK co-activation 
The phenomenon of acquired resistance mutations in RTKs in response to targeted 
therapies was introduced in section 1.1.2. Resistance mutations arise in response to 
treatment with small molecule inhibitors that bind to the ATP binding site, so resistance 
mutations tend to occur in the ATP binding pocket in the KD. In FGFRs, the crucial 
gatekeeper residue is normally a valine (unlike threonine in most RTKs) and the first 
gatekeeper mutation identified in FGFRs as an acquired resistance mutation was 
FGFR3-V555M in a human cancer cell line resistant to FGFR inhibitors (Chell et al., 
2013). This mutation and mutations at the corresponding gatekeeper residues in FGFR1 
and FGFR2 (V561M and V564I respectively) have been investigated in pre-clinical 
models. They exhibit variable (and currently slightly contradicting) resistance and 
sensitivity to different multi-kinase and FGFR-selective inhibitors in cellular and in vitro 
activity assays (Byron et al., 2013, Nakanishi et al., 2014, Bunney et al., 2015, Sohl et 
al., 2015). However, all these studies demonstrate that gatekeeper mutations exhibit 
elevated kinase activity compared to WT, as also shown for other RTKs (Azam et al., 
2008) and are predicted to shift the equilibrium to the active KD conformation by 
stabilising the R-spine (Figure 3.5a). Gatekeeper mutations therefore seem to function 
by a dual mechanism involving kinase activation as well as steric hindrance of inhibitor 
binding to the ATP binding pocket (Figure 3.5b), imparting resistance to first-generation 
ATP-competitive targeted therapies. Other mutations in the kinase hinge, ‘molecular 
brake’ and A-loop of FGFR2 (some of which are activating) have also been shown to 
exhibit different levels of resistance to kinase inhibitors in cellular studies (Byron et al., 
2013). These include mutations at the corresponding positions to FGFR3 N540 and I538 
(highlighted in Figure 3.5b), although these mutations have not yet been observed as 
acquired resistance mutations in response to clinical targeted inhibition. Recently, 
second-generation inhibitors have been developed that can irreversibly bind to the active 
site, some of which are able to bind and inhibit FGFRs with gatekeeper and other 
activating mutations and inhibit the proliferation of cancer cell lines harbouring FGFR 
aberrations (Tan et al., 2014, Huang et al., 2015). Further development of second-
generation inhibitors might be used in the future in the clinic to overcome inhibitor 
resistance imparted by mutations acquired in response to first-generation targeted 
therapies. 
 
Acquired resistance mutations can also arise in response to therapeutic targeting by an 
entirely different mechanism. As mentioned previously, different RTKs exhibit crosstalk 
between members including FGFRs, and so RTKs are commonly found co-activated in 
cancers (Xu and Huang, 2010). This results in the formation of multimodal signalling 
networks for cancer cells to maintain a robust signal with diverse outcomes using a 
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limited combination of intracellular signalling effectors. Upon inhibition of one RTK with 
a targeted inhibitor, oncogene switching can occur as a compensatory bypass or 
‘escape’ resistance mechanism to reprogram the kinome through activation of other 
RTKs, rendering monotherapy ineffective against cancers in which RTKs are co-
activated. FGFR signalling has been found co-activated with several other RTKs in 
cancers such as gliomas (Stommel et al., 2007, Pillay et al., 2009), cervical carcinoma 
(Pietras et al., 2008), lung cancer (Ware et al., 2010, Cascone et al., 2011) squamous 
carcinoma (Ciaccio et al., 2010), breast cancer (Stuhlmiller et al., 2015), and in FGFR-
addicted urothelial, breast and gastric cancer cell lines (Wilson et al., 2012). Interestingly, 
in one patient that developed resistance in response to treatment with EGFR inhibitors, 
it was found that a mutation at one of the A-loop ‘twin’ tyrosines in the FGFR3 KD 
(Y647C) might be the cause of resistance through oncogene switching to FGFR 
signalling (Crystal et al., 2014). Although not yet experimentally demonstrated, it was 
predicted that this mutation would be likely to be activating due to its location close to 
the FGFR3-K650 mutation hotspot. 
 
Several studies have shown that in cancer cells in which FGFRs are co-activated with 
other RTKs (either as a response to inhibition of the other RTK, or when another RTK is 
co-activated in response to FGFR-targeting), monotherapy is often ineffective and only 
combination therapy with more than one RTK inhibitor can produce the synergistic 
cancer-killing effect to re-sensitise cancer cells to chemotherapy (Ezzat et al., 2005, 
Herrera-Abreu et al., 2013, Singleton et al., 2013, Terai et al., 2013, Holdman et al., 
2015, Kim et al., 2015, Kim et al., 2016, Wong et al., 2016, Hanker et al., 2017). Cancers 
that are addicted to FGFR signalling are more likely to be sensitive to FGFR-targeted 
therapies, making FGFRs important therapeutic targets in such cancers. Therefore 
understanding FGFR aberrations in cancer, their driver or addiction effects on tumours, 
and their effects on the efficacy of targeted therapeutics is crucial before combination 
therapies against FGFRs and other RTKs in cancer can be successfully employed in the 
clinic. 
 
79 
 
 
 
Figure 3.5 Mechanism of activation by gatekeeper mutations in the FGFR KD. (a) Cartoon 
representation of the crystal structure of the active FGFR1 KD (coloured grey) harbouring the 
V561M gatekeeper mutation (shown as sticks against a surface and coloured orange) [PDB: 
4RWI] (Sohl et al., 2015). The αC-helix (yellow) P-loop (green), kinase hinge (black), C-loop 
(magenta) and A-loop (red) are highlighted and labelled. The A-loop is in the active conformation 
and ordering of the regulatory R-spine is shown, with R-spine residues labelled (shown as sticks 
against a surface and coloured navy blue). The positions of corresponding residues in FGFR3 
are also labelled (bright pink) for the gatekeeper and R-spine residues. (b) Illustration of key 
residues contributing to the ATP binding pocket of FGFR3 shown using a cartoon representation 
of the only available FGFR3 KD crystal structure (FGFR3-K650E) [PDB: 4K33] (Huang et al., 
2013b) in a different orientation to a. Non-hydrolysable ATP analogue (ATP, shown as sticks and 
coloured grey) and magnesium atoms (shown as spheres and coloured green) are shown bound 
in the ATP binding pocket, which ATP-competitive inhibitors also target. Key residues of the 
‘molecular brake (cyan), DFG motif in the C-loop (magenta) and the gatekeeper residue (orange) 
are shown as sticks and coloured by atomic element with nitrogen atoms in navy blue and oxygen 
in red. Hydrogen bonds are shown as dashed lines and coloured black. The position of V555 in 
the pocket suggests why mutation to a bulkier residue at this position might sterically hinder ACP 
(and by extension ATP and ATP-competitive inhibitors) from binding in this pocket. 
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3.2 Aims 
 
A deeper understanding of the functional impact of FGFR cancer-associated mutations 
on kinase activation and inhibitor efficacy is needed for better linking of the mutation data 
to treatment options for patients with the aim of a future personalised approach to FGFR 
targeting in the clinic. Most studies have so far focussed on understanding the functional 
impact and mechanisms of action of hotspot mutations, particularly those in the FGFR3 
and FGFR2 extracellular and transmembrane regions. Few mutations in the FGFR KD 
have been rigorously assessed for their functional impact and oncogenic status, with the 
few studies to date focussing on mutations in the ‘molecular brake’ and A-loop, and a 
few studies have analysed similar mutations in the context of skeletal dysplasias. 
Therefore, there is a need for a direct, comparative, and functional study of cancer-
associated FGFR point mutations to differentiate oncogenic driver mutations from 
passenger mutations in the wealth of genetic mutation data. Additionally, since the 
majority of targeted FGFR inhibitors currently undergoing clinical trials target the ATP 
binding pocket in the FGFR KD, it is important to understand the mechanisms of action 
of mutations in this domain when considering inhibitor binding. Therefore, the diverse, 
mutation-specific mechanisms affecting kinase activation and ligand binding need to be 
elucidated to inform better patient selection and increase the success of personalised 
FGFR targeting in the clinic. 
 
In this work a large panel of representative FGFR mutations from across the KD was 
assembled using the FGFR3 KD as a model. Purified WT and mutant KD proteins were 
directly compared through detailed and quantitative measurements by developing in vitro 
kinase activity assays to assess the impact of mutations on kinase activation, ATP 
binding, turnover and catalytic efficiency. These assays identified potential oncogenic 
driver mutations and assessed possible mechanisms involved in mutation-specific KD 
activation. The impact of mutations on the thermal stability of the FGFR3 KD was then 
assessed using an in vitro biophysical assay to further probe possible contributions to 
KD activation mechanisms. Finally, the functional impact of mutations was compared 
using complementary experiments in a cellular context to attempt to elucidate mutation-
specific impacts on oncogenic FGFR signalling and cellular transformation. These data 
therefore contribute towards an understanding of the molecular mechanisms of FGFR 
activation by cancer-associated point mutations through direct impacts on FGFR activity 
and signalling, and challenge the generalised assumptions of the contributions of hotspot 
and non-hotspot mutations to KD activation and oncogenesis. 
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3.3 Results 
 
3.3.1 Database searching and selection of missense substitutions in FGFR3 
Somatic cancer-associated missense substitutions have been detected in patient 
samples along the entire length of FGFR3 and other FGFRs, as discussed in section 
3.1. Oncogenic driver mutations in the extracellular and transmembrane regions of 
FGFRs have been rigorously studied and mechanisms of action investigated (see 
section 3.1). The focus of this work was to compare and analyse cancer-associated 
FGFR missense substitution mutations that occur in the cytoplasmic region, particularly 
in the KD. FGFR3 was used as the model FGFR for this work because missense 
substitutions occur most frequently in FGFR3, including within this region (Figure 3.2). 
 
As a starting point for this work, cytoplasmic FGFR3 point mutations were sought from 
COSMIC, the most comprehensive and publicly available database of curated cancer-
associated mutations. Of the 63 distinct non-synonymous mutations in the cytoplasmic 
domain of FGFR3 for all cancer types in COSMIC at the start of this work (November 
2013), a comprehensive subset of more than 20 mutations was manually selected for 
this study. Mutations were selected if they were observed with a high frequency in 
FGFR3 or if they occurred in functionally important regions or at conserved residues, for 
example in the A-loop or ‘molecular brake’ in the KD. Some mutations that occur at low 
frequencies, even those with only one observation, were also selected to assess whether 
rare mutations might be relevant in cancer. Since the sequence identity and similarity of 
the four FGFR KDs is over 80% (see Table 1.3), mutations in COSMIC for FGFR1, 
FGFR2 and FGFR4 were also accessed and linked to the corresponding residues in 
FGFR3 based on a multiple sequence alignment of FGFR1-4 and some of these 
mutations were added to the mutation panel for experimental analysis if they occurred 
across more than one FGFR or were frequently observed in the specific FGFR isoform. 
Entries in COSMIC are updated when a new version is released approximately every 
three months, so more mutations were manually selected for analysis (and others 
removed) throughout the project until November 2014 (v71) when no further 
amendments were made to the mutation panel. Mutations present in COSMIC v71 in 
FGFR3 (and corresponding mutations in the other FGFRs) are listed in Table 3.1 
according to their location in the KD. 
 
The compiled data are represented in Figure 3.6a-b as histograms with residue 
numbering according to FGFR3c and the positions of mutations annotated on the 
structure of the FGFR3 KD. Analysis of this dataset revealed an evident conservation of 
mutations across FGFR isoforms, with the corresponding residue in other FGFRs often 
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also found mutated similarly to FGFR3. The analysis also showed that there are two 
hotspot positions in the FGFR3 KD at which the highest numbers of mutations are 
observed (K650 and G697), but revealed a third hotspot in FGFRs (corresponding to 
FGFR3-N540) which only became apparent when mutation frequencies were pooled 
across FGFR1-4. The most frequently mutated hotspot was the position corresponding 
to FGFR3-K650 where mutations to glutamic acid and methionine were much more 
frequently observed than the less common mutations to asparagine, glutamine and 
threonine. At the ‘pooled’ FGFR hotspot corresponding to FGFR3-N540, mutations to 
lysine were most frequent compared to the less common serine, histidine and aspartic 
acid substitutions. The final hotspot mutation, G697C, was only observed in FGFR3, 
although the corresponding mutation to serine was observed rarely in FGFR1 (Table 
3.1). 
 
Interestingly, as mentioned previously, somatic mutations found in FGFRs in cancer 
often correspond to germline mutations observed in developmental syndromes such as 
skeletal dysplasias (Cappellen et al., 1999, Kimura et al., 2001, Wilkie, 2005, Gallo et 
al., 2015, Helsten et al., 2015). The positions at which germline mutations are found most 
commonly in FGFR3 and other FGFRs in skeletal dysplasias were curated from the 
literature and displayed in Figure 3.6c-d with residue numbering according to FGFR3c. 
Mutated positions occurring in both cancer and dysplasias are highlighted and labelled 
and include mutations at the two hotspots N540 (most commonly mutated to lysine) and 
K650 (most commonly mutated to glutamic acid or methionine), similar to the most 
frequently observed mutations in cancer. These two residues are respectively located in 
the FGFR KD in the αC-β4 loop (also in the ‘molecular brake’) and the A-loop. Other 
mutated residues common between cancer and dysplasias occur at I538 (also located 
in the αC-β4 loop adjacent to the ‘molecular brake’) and R669 (located in the αEF-β12 
loop adjacent to the A-loop). The G697 cancer mutation hotspot (located in the αF-αG 
loop) has not been found mutated in dysplasias in any FGFR isoform. 
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Figure 3.6 Compilation of cytoplasmic FGFR3 cancer-associated and dysplasia mutations 
and corresponding mutations in other FGFRs. (a) Histogram showing the total number of 
observations of somatic missense substitutions in the cytoplasmic region (397-806) of FGFR3 
(upper panel) and corresponding mutations in FGFR1-4 (lower panel) found in cancer, from 
COSMIC v71 (November 2014). Mutation hotspot positions are highlighted in red and labelled 
with the FGFR3 residue number. See Table 3.1 for numbers of observations of mutations at each 
position in each FGFR. (b) Structural locations of the residue positions of missense substitutions 
in a, mapped on a cartoon representation of the only available FGFR3 KD crystal structure 
(FGFR3-K650E) [PDB: 4K33] (Huang et al., 2013b) (coloured grey). Residues at which mutations 
occur are found all over the KD (shown as sticks, coloured blue and labelled). The mutation 
hotspot positions when considering mutations in FGFR1-4 are shown as sticks, highlighted in red 
and labelled (note that K650 is E650 in this crystal structure). (c) Illustration of the positions of 
germline mutations found most commonly in FGFR1-4 in skeletal dysplasias curated from the 
literature and displayed with residue numbering according to FGFR3. Positions at which 
mutations have been observed in both cancer and dysplasias in FGFR3 are highlighted in orange 
and labelled showing five common positions mutated in both types of pathologies. (d) Structural 
locations of the mutations in c, mapped on a cartoon representation of the same crystal structure 
as in b. Residues at which mutations occur (fewer than those found in cancer) are shown as 
sticks, coloured blue and labelled. Positions found mutated in both cancer and dysplasias are 
shown as sticks, coloured orange and labelled. (e) Secondary structure elements and features of 
the FGFR3 cytoplasmic region (including the KD) shown to the same horizontal scale as the 
panels in a and c. The eight α-helices (αC-E, αEF, αF-I) and the eleven β-strands (β1-10, β12) 
are shown as pale yellow and lilac rectangles respectively. The key loop regions are also labelled 
beneath the illustration. 
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Table 3.1 Missense substitutions in the cytoplasmic region (397-806) of FGFR3 (and 
corresponding mutations in FGFR1, FGFR2 and FGFR4) in COSMIC v71 (November 
2014) to complement data in Figure 3.6. The numbers of observations in cancer are 
given in square brackets for the total number of mutations observed at each position. 
 
Structural 
location FGFR3 FGFR1 FGFR2 FGFR4 
Juxta- 
membrane 
R399C/H [2] K400 K401 Q393 
I414V [1] L417 L418 K408 
R421Q [1] R425 R426 R416 
A429V [1] A435 S436 S424 
P449S [1] P455 P458 A444 
E456K [1] E462 E465 S451G [1] 
E466K [1] E472 E475K/G [4] E461 
R469Q [1] R475W/Q [3] R478 R464W [1] 
β2 E490G [1] E496 E499 E485 
β2-β3 loop A500T [1] N506 K509 D495 
β3 V505I [1] V511 V514 V500 V507M [1] V513 V516 V502 
αC-β4 loop I538F [1] I544 I547V/T [3] I533 N540S [1] N546D/S/K [18] N549H/K/S [35] N535 
β5 V555M [1] V561 V564 V550L [1] 
αD A569V [1] A575 A578 A564 
Kinase 
insert 
P572A [1] P578 P581Q [1] P567 
D576N [1] E582 E585 D571 
C582F [1] S588T [1] N591 P577 
αE R603Q [2] R609 R612T [1] R598 L608M [1] L614 L617F [1] L603 
β6 I614N [1] I620 I623 I609 
C-loop 
R616G [1] R622 R625Q [2] R611Q [1] 
D617G [1] D623 D626 D612 
R621H [2] R627 R630 R616G [1] 
β7-β8 loop E627K/G/V/D [4] E633 E636K [1] E622 
A-loop 
V630M/A [2] V636 V639 V625 
F636L [1] F642 F645 F631 
G637W [1] G643 G646 G632 
R640W [1] R646 R649 R635S [2] 
D641N/G [3] D647N [1] D650 G636 
H643D/R [4] H649 N652 H638 
D646N/Y/G [3] D652 D655G [1] D641 
K650E/M/N/Q/T [173] K656E/M [13] K659E/M/N [11] K645E [1] 
N653H/S [2] N659 N662 N648 
αEF-β12 loop R669Q [1] R675Q [1] R678G/S [2] R664L [1] 
αF 
V677I [1] V683 V686 V672 
S679F [1] S685 S688F [1] S674 
E686K [1] E692 E695K [1] E681K [3] 
αF-αG loop 
T689M [1] T695 T698 T684 
P696L [1] P702 P705 P691 
G697C [44] G703S [2] G706 G692 
αG-αH loop K715M [1] K721 K724 R710 P716H [2] P722 P725 P711 
αH M725I [1] M731 M734 G720 
αI R750C [1] R756 R759Q [1] K745 
C-tail 
S779R [1] S785 S788 S773 
S787F [1] S794 S796F [1] S780 
T806M [1] R821 T821 T802 
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The panel of 25 mutations analysed in this work was finally selected using a semi-biased 
selection process. Hotspot mutations (e.g. K650E) and mutations occurring at the same 
residue across more than one FGFR isoform (e.g. R669G) were selected, as it was 
hypothesised that properties of a mutation such as ‘conservation’ and/or frequent 
occurrence across FGFR isoforms in cancer might imply that the mutation plays a role 
in pathogenesis. Variants were also selected in functionally important regions of the 
kinase such as the A-loop (D641N) and active site (D617G) or if they co-occurred in 
dysplasias (e.g. I538V). Two ‘resistance’ mutations were selected from the literature due 
to their occurrence as secondary acquired mutations in pre-clinical models of resistance 
to targeted FGFR therapies (V555M, Y647C) (Chell et al., 2013, Crystal et al., 2014). 
Finally, some rarely observed mutations were selected at random, many of which have 
only been observed in one FGFR isoform (e.g. A500T). The final panel of representative 
mutations taken forward for experimental evaluation included half of all residues found 
to be mutated in the FGFR3 cytoplasmic region in cancer. Details of the mutations in this 
compiled panel are provided in Table 3.2. 
 
3.3.2 Construction of a panel of FGFR3 mutant KD proteins 
A human FGFR3 (455-768) KD construct was cloned by Tom Bunney in the pOPINS 
bacterial expression vector (OPPF) and another was purchased in the pJ821 bacterial 
expression vector (DNA2.0). The pOPINS construct comprised the native FGFR3 cDNA 
sequence while the pJ821 construct was codon optimised for E. coli expression. Both 
constructs were otherwise identical in sequence boundaries and overall design. They 
contained an N-terminal Ulp1 protease-cleavable 6His-SUMO purification tag and 
solubilising ‘2C’ mutations C482A and C582S (Mohammadi et al., 1996b) which also 
increase soluble expression of this construct while maintaining WT kinase activity (data 
not shown). These FGFR3 ‘WT’ constructs will therefore be referred to as FGFR3-2C  or 
2C throughout this work. The modular design of this basic expression construct is shown 
in Figure 3.7a. Point mutations were introduced into this backbone by site-directed 
mutagenesis (SDM) using the primers in Tables 2.1 and 2.2. Constructs were also 
checked by sequencing to confirm the successful incorporation of mutations (for full 
methods, see sections 2.1.5 and 2.2.1). 
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This plasmid library of FGFR3-2C and mutant KDs was used to express and purify 
mutant KD proteins from E. coli C41 (DE3) λ37 cells pre-transformed with an accessory 
plasmid pCDFDuet-1™ (Novagen) containing genes for λ-phosphatase and the CDC37 
co-chaperone. The λ-phosphatase was included to remove traces of phosphorylation 
from the KDs during expression (since the KDs are capable of autophosphorylation) 
while FGFR3 is a client of the CDC37 co-chaperone which aids in folding of FGFR3 and 
improves its solubility (Laederich et al., 2011). Additionally, in the absence of the 
λ-phosphatase, KD yields were lower by several fold (data not shown) so inclusion of the 
λ-phosphatase was crucial for expressing reasonable yields of soluble KD proteins. The 
expression and purification workflow is summarised in Figure 3.7a-b and full methods 
are detailed in section 2.6.1. Yields of different mutants varied greatly, with some being 
much easier to produce and others producing just a few micrograms of purified KD per 
litre of E. coli culture (Table 3.2). Mutations I538F, I538V, V555M and G637W were last 
to be added to the panel and following generation of the mutant plasmid constructs, these 
KD proteins were purified and provided by Tom Bunney. Peak fractions from the final 
step size exclusion chromatography (SEC) that were found to contain monomeric 
proteins (Figure 3.7c) were concentrated and used in further experiments. The final purity 
of FGFR3 mutant KD proteins used in this work was estimated to be over 95% from SDS-
PAGE analysis (Figure 3.7d). Although a lot of care was taken during expression and 
purification (as described above) to ensure the KDs prepared were unphosphorylated, 
all purified KD proteins were checked by native mass spectrometry (see Figure 3.7e for 
example mass spectra) and native PAGE (data not shown) to confirm their zero-
phosphorylation status prior to use in experiments. 
 
3.3.3 Development of an in vitro kinase activity assay 
The first aim of this work was to directly and comparatively screen the comprehensive 
panel of FGFR3 variant KD proteins to differentiate potential oncogenic drivers from 
passenger mutations. This required a robust assay platform to perform screening, activity 
and kinetics assays in a relatively small scale and medium-throughput format. The kinase 
activity assay was developed using FGFR3-2C and using the ADP-Glo™ kinase assay 
(Promega). Figure 3.8 schematically illustrates the rationale of the ADP-Glo™ 
methodology. Briefly, this assay produces a luminescent output signal that is 
representative of and proportional to the amount of ADP produced during an ATPase (or 
kinase) reaction. Assays were performed with and without a poly-Glu-Tyr (polyE4Y1) 
peptide (Sigma) which has been shown to be a suitable substrate in pilot experiments 
where it was phosphorylated by FGFR KDs (data not shown). The assay was designed 
and optimised for a 96-well plate format to allow medium-throughput scale manual 
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experiments to be performed. All experiments were performed in this format unless 
otherwise indicated. 
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Figure 3.7 FGFR3 KD construct design, expression, purification and quality control. (a) 
Construct design, expression and purification workflow used for the production of FGFR3-2C and 
variant KD proteins. The FGFR3 (455-768) construct (in either the pOPINS or pJ821 vector 
backbone) harboured two solubilising cysteine point mutations (C482A and C582S, annotated) 
and the relevant pathogenic point mutations (Table 3.2). It comprised an N-terminal 6His-SUMO 
purification tag cleavable by Ulp1 protease (indicated by scissors). This construct was 
transformed into E. coli and subjected to the depicted expression and purification workflow. SEC 
– size exclusion chromatography, S75 – Superdex 75. (b) Representative Coomassie stained 
SDS-PAGE gels for all FGFR3 variants demonstrating the purification workflow. Protein is shown 
in the clarified E. coli soluble lysate (Lys), elution following Ni2+-NTA chromatography (His), 
flowthrough (RHis) and elution (Tag) following Ulp1 protease cleavage of the 6His-SUMO tag and 
‘reverse’ Ni2+-NTA chromatography, and fractions from ‘Q’ anion exchange chromatography. 
6His-SUMO FGFR3 KD protein is marked by a black asterisk, Ulp1-cleaved FGFR3 KD protein 
(tag-free) is marked by an orange asterisk, and the cleaved 6His-SUMO tag is marked by a purple 
asterisk. Protein from the first three fractions shown from the Q chromatography were pooled and 
concentrated prior to SEC. (c) Representative SEC chromatogram (left panel) and Coomassie 
stained SDS-PAGE gel (right panel) for all FGFR3 variant KD proteins showing that all proteins 
eluted in a single peak comprising monomeric protein in the final chromatographic purification 
step (marked by a single asterisk). All four SEC fractions shown were pooled, concentrated and 
used in further experiments (and similarly for all other variants). (d) Coomassie stained SDS-
PAGE gels for FGFR3 variant KDs produced for this work (I538F, I538V and G637W prepared 
by Tom Bunney are not shown) showing that the purity of the proteins following the final SEC 
purification step was over 95% for all proteins (left panels). Y647C is shown separately (right 
panels) for a sample following the anion exchange purification step (prior to SEC) as an SDS-
PAGE gel is not available for this mutant following SEC. Bands corresponding to FGFR3 KD 
proteins in both panels are marked by a single asterisk. (e) Native LC-MS spectra of purified KD 
proteins following SEC and storage at -80°C. Only spectra for FGFR3-2C (left panel) and FGFR3-
K650E (right panel) are shown as examples, indicating the theoretical calculated masses and LC-
MS measured masses in Daltons (Da). Although the spectra shown do not span the expected 
dimeric mass of the KD proteins, no peaks were observed for the FGFR3 KDs at this mass 
(approximately 73,000 Da). For full experimental details see sections 2.7 and 2.8. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 3.8 Rationale behind the ADP-Glo™ methodology. Illustration of the rationale behind 
the ADP-Glo™ methodology (Promega). Kinase reactions were started at time = 0 seconds by 
the addition of Ultra Pure ATP (Promega) or kinase, depending on the experiment type. During 
the kinase reaction, ATP was converted to ADP by the KDs. Reactions were stopped by the 
addition of ADP-Glo™ reagent into the kinase reaction. This reagent also depleted remaining 
ATP in the reaction over the 40 minute incubation period. Next, Kinase Detection Reagent was 
added to the reactions to convert ADP produced by the kinase reaction into ATP over a 30-60 
minute incubation period, depending on the starting concentration of ATP. This ATP then fuelled 
a luciferase reaction, producing a luminescent signal that was detected using a plate reader 
configured to measure luminescence at 520 nm. For full experimental details see section 2.9. 
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Assay optimisations were initially performed for constituents of the kinase reaction buffer 
(KRB), reaction time, ATP concentration and polyE4Y1 concentration (Figure 3.9) using 
FGFR3-2C to ensure that signal linearity of all parameters was maintained during the 
course of the assays. The optimal composition of KRB (used for all subsequent 
experiments) was determined to comprise 50 mM HEPES buffer (pH 7.5), 20 mM NaCl 
and 20 mM MgCl2 based on the buffer screening experiment shown in Figure 3.9a. Also 
present in all experiments was 100 μM of both phosphatase inhibitor sodium 
orthovanadate and reducing agent TCEP to prevent dephosphorylation and inhibit 
aggregation respectively during the reactions. The reaction time for further experiments 
was selected to be 10 minutes, below the ‘half-time’ T1/2 (the time at which half of the 
ligand binding sites become occupied with ligand) calculated here for 2C (23 minutes, 
Figure 3.9c) to ensure strict signal linearity while maintaining signal intensity. Similarly 
for concentrations of ATP and polyE4Y1, the affinity constant (KM) for each substrate 
determined here (344 μM and 70.5 μM respectively, Figure 3.9d-e) guided the 
concentrations of each substrate used in further experiments. These concentrations 
varied for different types of assays and the exact concentrations used in specific 
experiments are detailed in the Figure legends for the relevant experiments. 
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Figure 3.9 Optimisation of the kinase activity assay using FGFR3-2C. (a) Screening of kinase 
reaction buffer (KRB) components including varying the pH (using indicated buffers), NaCl and 
MgCl2 concentrations as indicated. These experiments were uniquely performed using a 
combination of manual and semi-automated liquid dispensing into 384-well plates for kinase 
reactions with a total volume of 4 μL per reaction and subsequently similarly scaled volumes of 
ADP-Glo™ reagents. The results shown are for 1 nM FGFR3-2C, 0-100 mM NaCl and 10-20 mM 
MgCl2, representative of two similar independent experiments performed additionally with other 
variable constituents (which did not alter the trend shown in the graph and so are not shown): 
FGFR3-2C (1, 10, 100 and 1000 nM), bovine serum albumin (0 and 100 μg/mL), four detergent 
conditions (0% or 0.005% Brij-35, CHAPSO and Tween-20), four concentrations of ATP (0,10,100 
and 1000 μM) and polyE4Y1 peptide (0.0286, 0.286, 2.86 and 28.6 μM). All reactions also 
contained 100 μM sodium vanadate (phosphatase inhibitor) and 100 μM TCEP (reducing agent). 
Each condition was tested in at least triplicate reactions per assay, and error bars represent the 
standard deviation of six repeats for each condition. The optimal conditions from this experiment 
(50 mM HEPES pH 7.5, 20 mM NaCl, 20 mM MgCl2, 100 μM sodium vanadate and 100 μM TCEP) 
formed the basic composition of KRB used for experiments in this work. AU – arbitrary units. (b) 
Autophosphorylation experiments performed using increasing concentrations of FGFR3-2C 
between 0-2 μM, 50 μM ATP and 45 minute kinase reactions, displayed as log dose-response 
curves for three independent experiments (green, blue and purple) of at least five independent 
experiments performed under identical conditions and using at least two independent 2C protein 
preparations. Each data point was measured in triplicate and error bars represent the resulting 
standard deviation for each concentration of kinase. The curves connecting the data points are 
not fits to the data and are only shown for visual clarity. (c) Time course experiment performed 
using 0.5 μM FGFR3-2C, 429 μM polyE4Y1, 500 μM ATP, and time points between 0-60 minutes. 
Each data point was measured in triplicate and error bars represent the resulting standard 
deviation at each time point. Data were fitted to a one phase exponential model for pseudo-first 
order association kinetics (equation 3) and used to calculate the ‘half-time’ (T1/2, indicated) for the 
reaction. (d) ATP titration experiment performed using 0.5 µM FGFR3-2C, 429 μM polyE4Y1, 0-
1000 µM ATP and 45 minute reactions. The graph represents results from two independent 
experiments performed under identical conditions. Each data point was measured in triplicate in 
each assay and error bars represent the resulting standard deviation for each concentration of 
ATP. Data were fitted to the Michaelis-Menten equation (equation 4), and used to calculate the 
affinity constant for ATP (KM, indicated) for the reaction. (e) Substrate titration experiment 
performed using 0.5 µM FGFR3-2C, 0-286 μM  polyE4Y1, 500 µM ATP and 45 minute reactions. 
The graph represents results from six independent experiments performed under similar 
conditions. Each data point was measured in triplicate in each assay and error bars represent the 
resulting standard deviation for each concentration of polyE4Y1. Data were fitted to the Michaelis-
Menten equation (equation 4), and used to calculate the affinity constant for polyE4Y1 (KM, 
indicated) for the reaction. For full experimental details for b-e see section 2.9. 
 
 
 
3.3.4 Autophosphorylation screens reveal potential oncogenic drivers 
The optimised kinase activity assay was then used to screen the panel of twenty six 
purified FGFR3 KD proteins for kinase hyperactivity. Purified FGFR3-2C and variant KDs 
were first incubated at 21-22°C with ATP in the presence of 20 mM Mg2+ in a set of 
experiments designed to assess the impact of FGFR3 KD mutations on 
autophosphorylation compared to FGFR3-2C. Output luminescence was measured at a 
fixed time point over a range of kinase concentrations (Figure 3.10a) or at a single kinase 
concentration (Figure 3.10b). All dose response and single kinase concentration 
experiments were performed in triplicate, with at least two or three independent dose 
response experiments performed with each variant. Subsequently, assays were also 
performed with two independent preparations of protein for several (randomly selected) 
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mutants and with four independent preparations of WT protein, to eliminate any 
possibilities of batch-to-batch variation. No such variation was seen, as demonstrated 
using FGFR3-2C as an example (Figure 3.9b). Both types of autophosphorylation assays 
produced comparable, reproducible results which will be reviewed in parallel. 
 
Eleven of the 25 variants exhibited greater than 3-fold activity compared to FGFR3-2C. 
These are found at eight distinct residue positions on the KD, all of which are conserved 
across the four FGFRs (the only exception is FGFR3-D641 which is a glycine in FGFR4). 
The two hotspot mutations N540K and K650E, which are found most frequently replaced 
at each residue position across FGFRs, caused some of the largest increases in 
autophosphorylation of around 40- and 45-fold respectively. The mutations N540S and 
K650N which are less frequently observed at the same residue positions were also less 
hyperactive, although they were still activating by around 10- and 18-fold respectively. 
Mutations at position K650 have been thoroughly studied in the context of congenital 
diseases and cancer, and shown to be activating in FGFR3 (see section 3.1.5). This 
mutation therefore served as a good positive control for all experiments performed with 
mutations in this work. The mechanism of activation by K650E has also been elucidated 
(see section 3.1.5); briefly, this mutation stabilises the active KD conformation, 
independent of tyrosine phosphorylation and FGF ligand stimulation, by mimicking the 
action of phosphorylated Y647 in the A-loop (Figure 3.4). Mutations at the corresponding 
residues for FGFR3 N540 and K650 in other FGFRs have also been shown to be 
activating in vitro (Chen et al., 2007b, Lew et al., 2009, Byron et al., 2013, Chen et al., 
2013b). This work shows that they are also activating in FGFR3. 
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Figure 3.10 Autophosphorylation experiments. (a) Autophosphorylation experiments 
performed using increasing concentrations of FGFR3 variants between 0-2 μM, 50 μM ATP and 
45 minute kinase reactions, displayed as dose response curves fitted with a saturation dose 
response binding equation for visual clarity (equation 1). Data shown for FGFR3-2C are 
representative of six identical independent experiments (using at least three independent protein 
preparations), while data for other variants are representative of at least two identical independent 
experiments each (using two independent protein preparations for many variants). Each data 
point was measured in triplicate in each assay and error bars represent the resulting standard 
deviation for each concentration of kinase. Eleven mutations found to be more activating than 2C 
are highlighted in different colours (used throughout this work) and labelled. Mutations found to 
not be more activating than 2C are coloured grey and are not labelled. AU – arbitrary units. (b) 
Autophosphorylation screening experiments performed using 1 μM FGFR3 variants, 50 μM ATP 
and 45 minute kinase reactions displayed as a histogram showing fold change compared to 2C 
(normalised 2C = 1). Each data point was measured in triplicate and error bars represent the 
resulting standard deviation for each variant. Some variants were also included in a second 
independent assay under identical conditions. For full experimental details see section 2.9. 
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Interestingly, the mutation displaying the highest activation in both of these assays was 
R669G, a non-hotspot mutation in the αEF-β12 loop displaying an autophosphorylation 
increase of more than 60-fold compared to FGFR3-2C. The other variant found at the 
same residue position (R669Q) was less hyperactive, but still activating by 10-fold. This 
work shows for the first time that pathogenic mutations at this position in FGFR3 activate 
the KD. The corresponding mutation to FGFR3-R669G in FGFR2 (R678G) was once 
assessed for its activation status in the context of skeletal dysplasias and was shown to 
be activating in vitro (Chen et al., 2007b) but was not found to be as activating compared 
to FGFR2-WT as in this work, and the authors made no further comments about this 
mutation. Additionally, replacement of the corresponding residue in FGFR1 to glycine 
(R675G) also results in activation of the KD compared to FGFR1-2C (assessed using a 
construct similar to the FGFR3-2C used in this work) (Patani et al., 2016). The small 
discrepancies between these results might reflect subtle structural and/or local sequence 
differences between the two FGFR KDs which present as small differences in kinase 
activation by the same mutation at the corresponding residue in different FGFR isoforms. 
 
The other five mutations found to moderately activate kinase autophosphorylation were 
I538V adjacent to the ‘molecular brake’ and recently described as part of the ‘DFG-latch’, 
V555M in the ATP binding pocket (the FGFR3 gatekeeper residue) and A-loop mutations 
D641G, D641N and Y647C displaying 6-, 6-, 5.5-, 4.5- and 3-fold activation respectively 
compared to FGFR3-2C (Figure 3.10b). The I538V mutation is also found in 
hypochondroplasia (Helsten et al., 2015) and interestingly, mutation to phenylalanine at 
this residue (I538F) was not found to be activating. The gatekeeper mutation V555M was 
identified as a secondary mutation acquired as a resistance mechanism in response to 
pre-clinical treatment of a human tumour model cell line with an FGFR inhibitor (Chell et 
al., 2013), yet this mutation has been curated into the COSMIC database. Similar to the 
result shown here, previous in vitro activity assays in FGFR3 (Bunney et al., 2015), 
FGFR2 (Byron et al., 2013) and other kinases (Azam et al., 2008) have shown that 
mutations to bulkier residues at the gatekeeper position are activating. The other 
acquired resistance mutation Y647C, observed in response to pre-clinical treatment of a 
model human tumour cell line with an EGFR inhibitor (Crystal et al., 2014) is also 
moderately activating in this assay. Mutations at FGFR3-D641 found in the A-loop or 
corresponding mutations in other FGFRs have not been previously studied, so this assay 
showed for the first time that mutations at this position are also activating in FGFRs. 
Interestingly, mutations occur at the corresponding and conserved position to FGFR3-
D641 in the related RTKs KIT (KIT-D816) and PDGFRα (PDGFRα-D842). They form the 
largest mutation hotspots in COSMIC for both RTKs with approximately 2000 and 600 
observed mutations in cancer at this position in each RTK respectively. This region 
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(‘DFGLARD’, 635-641 in FGFR3) is 100% conserved in both RTKs and FGFR3. The 
most frequently observed mutations are KIT-D816V and PDGFRα-D842V, almost 
exclusively observed in mastocytosis for KIT-816V (Nagata et al., 1995, Furitsu et al., 
1993), or in soft tissues for PDGFRα-D842V (Heinrich et al., 2003). Both mutations have 
also been shown to be constitutively, ligand-independently activating, as first shown for 
KIT-D816V (Kitayama et al., 1995, Furitsu et al., 1993) and for PDGFRα-D842V 
(Heinrich et al., 2003). Although the corresponding mutation to valine at this position has 
not been observed in FGFRs in cancer, it is interesting that different replacements at 
D641 are also rarely observed in FGFRs (mostly FGFR3) in cancer (Table 3.1) where 
they are also activating (Figure 3.10). 
 
Fourteen of the panel of 25 variants displayed either very little or no effect on activation 
with some variants even being less activating compared to FGFR3-2C (Figure 3.10). 
Most of these variants are only rarely observed in cancers. However, included in these 
non-activating mutations is the hotspot mutation G697C, located in the αF-αG loop, 
whose controversial activation status and relevance in cancer is currently unresolved. In 
this work, the mutation is not activating, supporting the newer study suggesting it is 
irrelevant in cancer (Aubertin et al., 2007). Remarkably, KD activity was completely 
abrogated by mutations D617G and G637W. These mutations occur at catalytically 
essential residues conserved across the kinome; they are part of the HRD and DFG 
motifs located in the C-loop and A-loop respectively. Mutation of the catalytic aspartate 
in the HRD motif (D617G) renders the KD incapable of phosphoryl transfer (Valiev et al., 
2003). Mutations affecting the DFG motif, which coordinates the ATP and Mg2+ co-factors 
during phosphorylation, also render the FGFR3 KD catalytically inactive. This is 
observed across kinases which appear mutated in this motif in cancer more frequently 
than expected (Greenman et al., 2007, McSkimming et al., 2015). This is the first time 
kinase activity has been assessed for the G637W mutation in any kinase. Overall, the 
importance of cancer-associated mutations that reduce or abolish FGFR kinase activity 
is not yet known, but it has been suggested that inactivating mutations may have a 
context-dependent tumour protective role (Gartside et al., 2009, Turner and Grose, 
2010). It is also possible that they are passenger mutations with no oncogenic role and 
are rarely detected in cancers due to the increased genomic instability of tumours. 
 
In summary, from the autophosphorylation experiments, mutations at the three residues 
N540, K650 and R669 (located in the ‘molecular brake’, A-loop and αEF-β12 loop 
respectively) were found to be the most activating, with all six variants at these three 
positions displaying greater than 10-fold activation compared to FGFR3-2C (Figure 
3.10b). Interestingly, all three mutations are also observed in dysplasias in both FGFR3 
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and FGFR2 (Figure 3.6c) where they are responsible for causing the most severe forms 
of skeletal abnormalities (Wilkie, 2005), albeit with less activating mutations at the same 
residues in dysplasias causing less severe pathogenic phenotypes. This work also 
shows that different replacements at the same residue can result in differential levels of 
kinase activation, as has been previously shown for mutations at K650 and N540 
respectively in FGFR3 and other FGFRs (Webster et al., 1996, Bellus et al., 2000, Chen 
et al., 2007b, Chen et al., 2013b). Interestingly, a different replacement at the position 
corresponding to FGFR3-R669 in FGFR1 (R675E) has been shown to reduce kinase 
activity compared to FGFR1-WT (Kobashigawa et al., 2015) and it was suggested that 
this residue is important for trans-autophosphorylation of the first A-loop tyrosine (Y653 
in FGFR1). Therefore, it is likely that different substitutions at any residue might 
differently affect kinase activation. These subtle effects of mutations on kinase activation 
can only be investigated, and the mechanisms deciphered, through experimental testing. 
 
3.3.5 Substrate phosphorylation assays confirm activation status of mutations 
The panel of FGFR3 KD proteins was subsequently screened in two similar and 
complementary experiments to the autophosphorylation screens described above. This 
time (and in all subsequent assays), each reaction also contained the polyE4Y1 peptide 
substrate (also simply referred to as ‘substrate’ in this work) in order to assess the impact 
of FGFR3 KD mutations on substrate phosphorylation compared to FGFR3-2C. As with 
the autophosphorylation experiments, kinase dose response assays and single 
concentration experiments were set up (see section 2.9 for more experimental detail). 
The results were mostly consistent with data from autophosphorylation experiments so 
for clarity, data have been presented grouped according to most activating (including 
moderately activating mutations at the same positions), moderately activating and non-
activating mutations based on the autophosphorylation screens (Figure 3.11). In the 
context of substrate phosphorylation the most activating mutations were still N540K, 
K650E and R669G (Figure 3.11a). Closely following were the other variants at these 
residues (N540S, K650N and R669Q) as well as the moderately activating mutations 
(I538V, V555M, D641G and D641N) (Figure 3.11b). The only moderately activating 
mutation from autophosphorylation experiments that was not activating in the context of 
substrate phosphorylation was Y647C (Figure 3.11b). This is partly consistent with the 
autophosphorylation screen (Figure 3.10b) where this mutation was also the least 
activating of all activating mutations (3-fold activation). Strikingly, the complete 
abolishment of kinase activity could be seen most clearly for the HRD and DFG motif 
mutations D617G and G637W in substrate phosphorylation assays (Figure 3.11c), 
showing that these ‘kinase dead’ mutations render the kinase catalytically inactive. 
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Figure 3.11 Substrate phosphorylation experiments. Substrate phosphorylation experiments 
performed using increasing concentrations of FGFR3 variants between 0-1 μM, 28.6 µM 
polyE4Y1, 500 μM ATP and 10 minute kinase reactions for FGFR3-2C and activating variants at 
positions N540, K650 and R669 (a) and FGFR3-2C and activating variants at positions I538, 
V555, D641 and Y647 (b), displayed as dose response curves fitted with a saturation dose 
response binding equation for visual clarity (equation 2). Data are representative of two 
independent experiments each for most variants under identical conditions. Each data point was 
measured in triplicate in each assay and error bars represent the resulting standard deviation for 
each concentration of kinase. Colouring of variants is the same as in Figure 3.10. AU – arbitrary 
units. (c) Substrate phosphorylation screening experiments performed using 1 μM FGFR3 
variants, 14.3 µM polyE4Y1, 50 μM ATP and 45 minute kinase reactions displayed as a histogram 
showing fold change compared to 2C (normalised 2C = 1). Each data point was measured in 
triplicate and error bars represent the resulting standard deviation for each variant. Some variants 
were included in a second independent assay under identical conditions. For full experimental 
details see section 2.9. 
 
 
These direct quantitative and comparative measurements of kinase activity in vitro 
demonstrate that different pathogenic FGFR mutations are capable of impacting and 
modulating kinase activation (and inactivation) to different degrees. The results suggest 
that while some highly activating mutations are found at genetically-defined hotspots, 
some are not and such non-hotspot activating mutations could be underrepresented in 
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mutation databases (see section 3.4). Their importance in cancer might therefore be 
undermined in studies that tend to focus only on the most commonly occurring mutations 
in cancer mutation databases. Additionally, it has been shown that hotspot mutations 
based solely on genetic information (such as G697C) might not necessarily be activating. 
Therefore, these data reinforce the importance of experimental verification of the 
abundant information in cancer mutation databases. Experimental assessments of the 
functional impact of genetically identified cancer mutations to differentiate potential 
oncogenic drivers from passenger mutations can then improve drug discovery and boost 
the success of candidate drugs in clinical trials. 
 
3.3.6 Highly activating mutations cause partial ligand-independent activation 
Screening the panel of FGFR3 variants showed that mutations impact kinase activation 
to differing degrees. In order to determine which mutations confer kinase activation 
similar to fully- activated WT, a phosphorylated active form of FGFR3-2C was prepared. 
Purified unphosphorylated FGFR3-2C KD was incubated with 25 mM Mg2+ and 10 mM 
ATP for 45 minutes and the resulting mixture of phosphorylated species were separated 
using stringent anion exchange chromatography (see section 2.7 for full experimental 
details). The ultimate-eluting anion exchange peak was found to contain fully 
phosphorylated FGFR3-2C KD (‘4p’, Figure 3.12a). This was concentrated and used in 
subsequent experiments where it is referred to as p2C. Substrate phosphorylation 
experiments were set up exactly as in section 3.3.5 to directly compare kinase activity of 
the FGFR3 KD proteins 2C, p2C and one the most highly activating variants K650E 
(Figure 3.12b-c). Surprisingly, it was found that even such a highly activating mutant only 
partially activated the KD in a ligand independent fashion compared to fully-active ‘WT’ 
p2C under these in vitro conditions. This is similar to the results previously observed for 
activating FGFR2 mutations using a different in vitro activity assay (Chen et al., 2013b). 
 
The structural locations of activating mutations identified in this work through the in vitro 
activity assays are shown mapped on the FGFR3 KD in Figure 3.13a. Analysis of the 
primary sequences of FGFR1-4 in the regions at which the most activating mutations 
occur reveals near perfect sequence conservation of residues in the kinase hinge, 
‘molecular brake’, A-loop and αEF-β12 loop. Therefore, previous mechanistic analyses 
of activation mechanisms for corresponding mutations in FGFR1 and FGFR2 could help 
to explain those in FGFR3. Activation mechanisms involving K650E and other 
replacements at the same residue have been thoroughly elucidated and have already 
been discussed in section 3.1.5 and shown in Figure 3.4. The basis for partial KD 
activation by different FGFR2-K659 mutations has particularly been explained to be a 
result of subtle structural differences that translate to small changes in the two key A-loop 
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and ‘molecular brake’ hydrogen bonding networks that determine the dynamic activation 
of the KD (Chen et al., 2013b). The other FGFR3 A-loop mutations found to be 
moderately activating in this work (D641G, D641N and Y647C) might also follow similar 
mechanisms of activation, by affecting these two key interaction networks to a lesser 
degree. 
 
 
Figure 3.12 Mutations only confer partial ligand independent KD activation. (a) Purification 
of fully phosphorylated active FGFR3-2C (p2C). Recombinant unphosphorylated FGFR3-2C KD 
proteins at 2-10 mg/mL were incubated with 25 mM MgCl2 and 10 mM ATP at 22°C for 45 minutes. 
Kinase reactions were stopped with 50 mM EDTA, desalted and loaded on to a 1 mL Resource 
Q anion-exchange column (GE Healthcare). Five peaks eluted, corresponding to 0p, 1p, 2p, 3p 
and 4p phosphorylated forms of FGFR3-2C (the four tyrosines in the KD constructs that undergo 
autophosphorylation are indicated in the top right corner). The 4p peak fractions contained p2C 
KD protein used in subsequent kinase assays. For full experimental details see section 2.7. (b) 
Substrate phosphorylation experiments performed using increasing concentrations of the 
indicated FGFR3 variants between 0-0.2 μM, 28.6 µM polyE4Y1, 50 μM ATP and 45 minute kinase 
reactions, displayed as dose response curves fitted with a saturation dose response binding 
equation for visual clarity (equation 2). Each data point was measured in triplicate and error bars 
represent the resulting standard deviation for each concentration of kinase. AU – arbitrary units. 
(c) Substrate phosphorylation screening experiments performed using 0.1 μM FGFR3 variants, 
28.6 µM polyE4Y1, 50 μM ATP and 45 minute kinase reactions displayed as a histogram showing 
fold change compared to 2C (normalised 2C = 1). Data are representative of two independent 
experiments performed using two different concentrations of kinase. Each data point was 
measured in triplicate in each assay and error bars represent the resulting standard deviation for 
each variant. For full experimental details see section 2.9. 
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In the kinase hinge region, activation mechanisms involving mutation of the gatekeeper 
residue (FGFR3-V555) have already been discussed based on previous studies of the 
corresponding mutation (V561M) in FGFR1 (see section 3.1.6 and Figure 3.5). For 
mutations at N540 in the kinase hinge, activation mechanisms are proposed based on 
previous analyses of the corresponding mutations in FGFR1 and FGFR2 (Chen et al., 
2007b, Lew et al., 2009). The first study shows that FGFR2-N549 mutations cause direct 
disengagement of the molecular brake, to differing degrees depending on the amino acid 
substitution, directly relieving KD autoinhibition. This mechanism is likely to apply to 
FGFR3 as well (Figure 3.13b) due to 100% conservation of the molecular brake residues 
in all FGFR KDs. The second study shows that FGFR1-N546K disrupts the order of 
sequential tyrosine autophosphorylation compared to FGFR1-WT, allowing a higher 
level of basal KD activation without the need for A-loop phosphorylation. It is unclear 
whether this might also apply to FGFR3, which has two fewer tyrosines in its KD than 
FGFR1 and FGFR2, and whose sequential order of autophosphorylation has not yet 
been investigated. One other activating mutation in the kinase hinge (I538V) occurs at a 
position that normally contributes to the ‘molecular brake’ interactions (Figure 3.13b) and 
has also been recently described to form part of the ‘DFG-latch’ which contributes to KD 
activation through forming an allosteric connection that relays information between the 
active A-loop and the ‘molecular brake’ (Chen et al., 2017). Therefore, mutation of this 
isoleucine to valine might activate the KD by abrogating some autoinhibitory interactions 
in the ‘molecular brake’ and through allosteric mechanisms involving local structural 
changes in the ‘DFG-latch’. 
 
The mechanism of activation of the R669G mutation, which resulted in the largest 
increase in kinase activation of all mutations tested in this work, had not been previously 
assessed in any FGFR. Therefore, the crystal structure of FGFR1-R675G (the 
corresponding mutation which is also activating in FGFR1) was solved by Nethaji 
Thiyagarajan, to begin to understand the activation mechanism (Patani et al., 2016). 
Comparison of this structure with those of inactive and active FGFR1-WT confirmed that 
this mutation causes the KD to adopt all aspects of the typical FGFR active conformation 
(Figure 3.13c-e), shifting conformational equilibrium towards the active state by an 
allosteric mechanism similar to that proposed for other activating FGFR mutations (Chen 
et al., 2007b, Huang et al., 2013b). Additionally, while the autoinhibitory interactions at 
the ‘molecular brake’ are lost in this mutation, they are not abrogated to the same degree 
as fully phosphorylated and activated FGFR1-WT (Figure 3.13f). These subtle structural 
differences might partly explain why even this most activating mutation only results in 
partial ligand independent KD activation. Overall, KD activation is a dynamic and graded 
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process and to date, no mutations have been identified that can fully activate the kinase 
as much as fully activated FGFR-WT. 
 
3.3.7 Mutations differently affect KD phosphorylation kinetics and ATP affinity 
To further investigate the impacts of these diverse KD mutations on kinase activity, the 
mutant KDs were next tested in two different experiments using the in vitro kinase activity 
assay to assess the impact of mutations on phosphorylation rates, kinetics and substrate 
binding. 
 
First, a subset of FGFR3 variant KDs was assayed for substrate phosphorylation over a 
60 minute time course. A single concentration of each of the nine FGFR3 mutants, ATP 
and polyE4Y1 substrates was used respectively, similar to the experimental design of the 
phosphorylation screens. Kinase reactions were stopped at different time points between 
0-60 minutes (see section 2.9 for full experiment details) and compared to FGFR3-2C. 
Data were fitted with an exponential model for pseudo-first order association kinetics 
(equation 3) to calculate the KD phosphorylation rates, rate constants and other 
parameters and these values are listed in Table 3.3. The raw time course curves and the 
rate constants for all mutants are displayed in Figure 3.14a-b. The data suggests that 
both mutations at N540 (N540K and N540S) as well as K650E result in the largest 
increases in the initial rate of phosphorylation compared to FGFR3-2C, followed by 
D641G/N and K650N. The R669G mutation only has a slightly elevated initial rate of 
reaction compared to FGFR3-2C but results in the largest total phosphorylation response 
over the course of the 60 minute assay, closely followed by K650E and N540K. The other 
mutation at this position (R669Q) has a much reduced initial rate of reaction, but both 
mutations at R669 are predicted by the kinetic model to cause the largest ultimate 
maximum phosphorylation response by 60 minutes (Table 3.3). In contrast, G697C 
demonstrates a reduced maximum response, has a reduced reaction rate and exhibits 
a similar rate constant to FGFR3-2C. These data are therefore consistent with the results 
from phosphorylation experiments in sections 3.3.4 and 3.3.5 implicating mutations 
N540K, K650E and R669G as the most activating mutations while hotspot G697C still 
does not appear to be activating. 
 
Next, the same subset of activating mutations (as well as moderately activating I538V 
and V555M and non-activating hotspot G697C) was tested to asses for any differences 
in the ability of mutant KDs to bind to ATP. The eleven mutant KDs were assayed in ATP 
dose response experiments and compared to FGFR3-2C. Kinase concentrations were 
individually  determined  for  each  mutant  from  fits  for  the  substrate  phosphorylation 
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assays performed in section 3.3.5 to ensure they fell within the mutant-specific linear 
concentration range (see section 2.9 for full experimental details). Data were then fitted 
with the Michaelis-Menten equation and dose response curves are shown in Figure 
3.14c, presented in two groups for visual clarity (left and right panels). From these 
curves, the affinity constants for ATP binding (KM(ATP)), turnover rates and catalytic 
efficiencies were calculated for each variant and these are presented in Table 3.4 and 
Figure 3.14d-e. These data suggest that mutations impact the FGFR3 KD’s affinity for 
ATP and turnover to differing degrees. The two mutations that caused the largest 
increases in ATP binding affinity were N540K and V555M, a ‘molecular brake’ and 
gatekeeper mutation respectively. These mutations occur in the kinase hinge region, 
where  both  residues  normally  contribute  to  the  ATP  binding  pocket  (Figure  3.5b). 
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Figure 3.13 Possible mechanisms of partial ligand independent activation employed by 
activating mutations. (a) Activating mutations from the kinase activity assays in this work 
mapped on a cartoon representation of the only available FGFR3 KD crystal structure (FGFR3-
K650E) [PDB: 4K33] (Huang et al., 2013b) (coloured grey). Residues at which mutations were 
not found to be activating are shown as blue sticks in both panels, rotated relative to each other 
by 180° around the vertical axis as indicated. Positions at which highly activating mutations occur 
are highlighted in red and labelled (left panel) and remaining positions at which mutations were 
moderately activating are highlighted in orange and labelled (right panel). (b) Close-up view of 
the kinase hinge region of the same FGFR3 structure as in a but in a different orientation, showing 
the six residues of the extended ‘molecular brake’ (shown as sticks and coloured cyan and by 
atomic element with nitrogen atoms in navy blue and oxygen in red), including N540 and I538. 
Activating mutations at these positions directly disengage the ‘molecular brake’ by disrupting 
hydrogen bonds (shown as dashed lines and coloured black). (c) Cartoon representation of the 
crystal structure of active FGFR1-R675G (corresponding to FGFR3-R669G) [PDB: 5FLF] (Patani 
et al., 2016) (coloured pink), showing the αC-helix (yellow) and the A-loop (red) in the active 
conformation. Regulatory and catalytic R- and C- spines are also ordered in this structure (spine 
residues shown as sticks against a surface and coloured navy blue and bright pink for R- and C-
spines respectively). (d) Overlay of the FGFR1-R675G structure in c with inactive (apo) FGFR1 
[PDB: 4UWY] (Patani et al., 2016) and active phosphorylated FGFR1 (3p) [PDB: 3GQI] (Bae et 
al., 2009) coloured pale green and pale orange respectively. The difference in positioning of the 
αC-helix between the apo structure and the 3p and R675G structures is indicated. (e) Close-up 
view of the large inset in d showing the position of the A-loop in the same three structures as in 
d, namely apo (green), 3p (orange) and R675G (bright pink). Key residues are shown as sticks, 
demonstrating that the positions of residues in the R675G structure match more closely to the 
same residues in the 3p than the apo structure. (f) Close-up view of the region corresponding to 
the small inset in d (but in a different orientation) showing the ‘molecular brake’ triad of residues 
in the same three structures as in d and in the same colours. The positions of the three residues 
in the R675G structure are at positions intermediate between the same residues in the apo and 
3p structures, showing a partial disengagement of the ‘molecular brake’. 
 
 
Therefore, it is hypothesised that specific mutations at these positions could alter the 
stereochemistry within this pocket either in favour of ATP binding, or perhaps even in 
favour of ADP release. This might also explain why N540S, a replacement at the same 
position as N540K, differently impacts ATP binding to a lesser extent than N540K. 
Interestingly, the corresponding mutation in FGFR2 (N549K) has also been shown to 
cause a reduction in the binding affinity for ATP-competitive inhibitors (Byron et al., 
2013), while gatekeeper mutations FGFR3-V555M and the corresponding mutation 
FGFR1-V561M also affect the binding of ATP-competitive inhibitors to differing degrees 
(Bunney et al., 2015), in both cases leading to intrinsic resistance to these ligands. These 
effects, as well as the increased and mutation specific ATP binding affinities observed in 
this work, are likely a consequence of the same phenomenon whereby replacement of 
the sidechain of these key residues in the ATP binding pocket improves ATP binding 
while concurrently diminishing the binding of ATP-competitive inhibitors in this site due 
to mutation-induced stereochemical effects. The N540K mutation is additionally unique 
in that, while most mutations only modestly affect the overall catalytic efficiency of the 
FGFR3  KD,  N540K  has  a  large  impact  by  greatly  increasing  catalytic  efficiency 
compared to FGFR3-2C (Figure 3.14e). This is likely the result of the combination of its 
increased initial reaction rate,  turnover and increased ATP binding affinity,  the latter of 
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which could improve phosphoryl transfer through improved ATP binding in the active 
site. It is unclear from these experiments how this mutation might affect release of ADP 
from the ATP binding site following phosphoryl transfer, a catalytic step thought to be 
rate limiting for kinase trans-autophosphorylation (Adams, 2001). Further experiments to 
assess mutation specific ADP binding will be required to fully understand this process 
for the FGFR KD. Nonetheless, the mechanism of activation by N540K appears to be 
under kinetic control, unique among the panel of mutants tested in this work. 
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Figure 3.14 Determination of rates of phosphorylation, affinity constants for ATP and 
catalytic efficiencies of activating mutations. (a) Time course experiments performed using 
0.5 μM FGFR3-2C, 28.6 µM polyE4Y1, 500 μM ATP and time points between 0-60 minutes. Each 
data point was measured in triplicate and error bars represent the resulting standard deviation at 
each time point. Data are representative of four independent experiments performed using 
FGFR3-2C, and of two independent experiments performed for some of the variants. Data for 
G697C is coloured pale orange, and colouring for other variants is the same as in Figures 3.10 
and 3.11. Data were fitted to a one phase exponential model for pseudo-first order association 
kinetics (equation 3) and used to calculate the phosphorylation rate constants (K) for the reactions 
that are displayed as a histogram in b. AU – arbitrary units. (b) Rate constants calculated from 
reactions in a. Error bars represent standard errors calculated from the non-linear fits in a. 
Calculated values for rate constants and other parameters from the fits in a are also presented in 
Table 3.3. (c) ATP titration experiments performed using variable concentrations of FGFR3-2C 
(calculated from the data in Figure 3.11a-b, see section 2.9 for full experimental details), 42.9 µM 
polyE4Y1, 0-750 µM ATP and 10 minute reactions for variants at 2C and positions N540, K650E 
and R669G (left panel) and variants at 2C and positions I538, V555, D641, Y647 and G697 (right 
panel). Colouring for each variant is the same as in a. Each data point was measured in triplicate 
and error bars represent the resulting standard deviation for each concentration of ATP. Data 
were fitted to the Michaelis-Menten equation (equation 4) and this was used to calculate affinity 
constants for ATP (KM(ATP)) and catalytic efficiencies (kcat/KM(ATP)) for the reactions that are 
displayed as scatter plots in d and e. Scatter plots of (d) KM(ATP) and (e) kcat/KM(ATP) calculated from 
reactions in c. Error bars represent standard errors calculated using fitted data in c. Calculated 
values for affinity constants, catalytic efficiency and other parameters from the fits in c are also 
presented in Table 3.4. For full experimental details see section 2.9. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 3.3 Maximum response [AU, arbitrary units], initial reaction rate (calculated at 
3 minutes), rate constant (K), time constant (1/K) and ‘half-time’ T1/2 (ln2/K) of variant 
FGFR3 KDs (± standard error where applicable) measured using in vitro kinase activity 
assays, to complement data in Figure 3.14a-b, and calculated using equation 3. 
 
FGFR3 
variant 
Maximum 
response [AU] 
Initial reaction 
rate 
[AU/min] 
K 
[min-1] 
1/K 
[min] 
ln2/K 
[min] 
2C 13.18 ± 1.14 0.377 ± 0.013 0.0189 ± 0.0028 53.0 36.7 
N540K 17.27 ± 0.63 1.565 ± 0.129 0.0616 ± 0.0069 16.2 11.3 
N540S 16.55 ± 0.56 1.191 ± 0.161 0.0520 ± 0.0053 19.3 13.3 
D641G 17.89 ± 0.39 0.868 ± 0.015 0.0383 ± 0.0022 26.1 18.1 
D641N 10.98 ± 0.45 0.558 ± 0.034 0.0299 ± 0.0028 33.4 23.2 
K650E 19.75 ± 0.90 2.071 ± 0.078 0.0503 ± 0.0068 19.9 13.8 
K650N 16.83 ± 1.18 1.040 ± 0.078 0.0305 ± 0.0047 32.8 22.7 
R669G 30.11 ± 1.03 0.954 ± 0.071 0.0238 ± 0.0016 42.1 29.2 
R669Q 32.59 ± 7.08 0.022 ± 0.016 0.0083 ± 0.0023 120.6 83.6 
G697C 4.89 ± 0.31 0.138 ± 0.035 0.0249 ± 0.0032 40.2 27.9 
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Table 3.4 ATP affinity constants (KM(ATP)), turnover rates (kcat) and catalytic efficiencies 
(kcat/KM) of variant FGFR3 KDs (± standard error where applicable) measured using in 
vitro kinase activity assays, to complement data in Figure 3.14c-e, and calculated using 
equation 4. Concentrations of FGFR3 variants to be used in these assays (column 2) 
were calculated from each saturation binding curve using data in Figure 3.11a-b and 
equation 2. For full experimental details see section 2.9. It should be noted that the KD 
concentrations in column 2 have uniquely been assigned a theoretical error, as it is not 
possible to measure nanomolar protein concentrations using standard instrumentation. 
 
FGFR3 
variant 
Concentration 
used in assays 
[nM] 
KM(ATP) 
 
[μM] 
kcat 
 
[min-1] 
kcat/KM 
 
[μM min-1] 
2C 600 ± 60.0 187.1 ± 10.7 26.4 ± 0.5 0.141 ± 0.002 
I538V 343 ± 34.3 148 ± 13.2 49.7 ± 1.5 0.335 ± 0.008 
N540K 60 ± 6.0 58.8 ± 3.4 124.1 ± 1.9 2.109 ± 0.039 
N540S 238 ± 23.8 153.2 ± 11.3 71.7 ± 1.9 0.468 ± 0.003 
V555M 377 ± 37.7 86.9 ± 6.7 22.5 ± 0.5 0.259 ± 0.002 
D641G 177 ± 17.7 126.4 ± 8.1 72.7 ± 1.5 0.575 ± 0.005 
D641N 186 ± 18.6 165.7 ± 14.0 60.8 ± 1.8 0.367 ± 0.007 
Y647C 575 ± 57.5 113.7 ± 7.5 19.3 ± 0.4 0.170 ± 0.001 
K650E 183 ± 18.3 115.5 ± 7.2 59.3 ± 1.1 0.514 ± 0.006 
K650N 345 ± 34.5 219.3 ± 12.8 63.8 ± 1.5 0.291 ± 0.003 
R669G 238 ± 23.8 132.8 ± 7.1 39.2 ± 0.7 0.295 ± 0.006 
R669Q 430 ± 43.0 177.8 ± 10.2 32.3 ± 0.7 0.182 ± 0.003 
G697C 795 ± 79.5 204.2 ± 11.7 16.8 ± 0.4 0.082 ± 0.001 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.3.8 Kinase activation is not linked to mutation-induced KD instability 
It was hypothesised that variants might impart differing degrees of local and/or global 
structural modifications to the FGFR3 KD which might in turn result in increased 
conformational plasticity of the inactive KDs. This might ‘prime’ individual variants for 
kinase activation to differing extents by shifting the conformational equilibrium from 
inactive to more active states. Therefore, to determine experimentally whether there 
might be a link between thermal stability and activation status of the KD variants, thermal 
melting experiments were performed on the panel of purified variant FGFR3 KD proteins 
using a thermal shift assay with fluorimetric readout. Protein samples in triplicate were 
mixed with a fluorescent hydrophobic dye (SYPRO® Orange) and subjected to a 
temperature gradient from 10-95°C increasing at 0.5°C intervals. Curve fitting was 
performed with an appropriate custom equation (for full experimental details see section 
2.20.1)) and the melting temperatures were extracted from the resulting melting curves 
(Figure 3.15a-b). All curves showed a clear melting transition allowing determination of 
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the melting temperatures calculated at the point of inflection. The melting temperature 
for FGFR3-2C (curve highlighted in green) was determined to be 43.8°C. Most FGFR3 
variants appeared to have similar melting temperatures to FGFR3-2C of 40°C or higher. 
No mutations appeared to cause a large increase in stability. The highly activating 
mutations K650E (located in the A-loop) and R669G and moderately activating R669Q 
(latter two located in the αEF-β12 loop) had the largest standard errors in their calculated 
melting temperatures, suggesting an intrinsic conformational heterogeneity in these 
activating mutant KDs that presents as a wider ‘range’ of melting temperatures. 
 
Variants causing the most striking reductions in melting temperatures of the FGFR3 KD 
to below 37°C (marked by the dashed line on Figure 3.15b) were E466K, I538F and 
N540K with measured melting temperatures of 34.4°C, 32.9°C and 34.9°C. A different 
replacement to V at position I538 also caused a moderate reduction in the melting 
temperature to 39.1°C, however the replacement to S at position N540 does not appear 
to alter melting temperature. Residue E466 is located in the juxtamembrane region while 
I538 and N540 are located in the αC-β4 loop; all in the N-lobe of the split KD (Figure 
3.15c). N540K, I538F and I538V are respectively part of or adjacent to the ‘molecular 
brake’ triad of residues that stabilise the inactive KD in an autoinhibitory state through a 
hydrogen bonding network. The replacement to K at position N540 directly disrupts these 
hydrogen bonds, releasing autoinhibition and destabilising the inactive state as shown 
for corresponding mutations in FGFR2 (Chen et al., 2007b). Mutations at residue I538 
adjacent to the ‘molecular brake’ and part of the ‘DFG-latch’ contribute to destabilisation 
by similar disruptions of ‘molecular brake’ hydrogen bonds, including possible steric 
effects that appear to increase in impact with the size of the replacement side chain such 
as for I538F, possibly affecting the local structure of the ‘DFG-latch’. It is not clear how 
mutation at residue E466 might exert its destabilising effect. It is thought that the FGFR 
juxtamembrane region might mediate dimerisation through a mechanism similar to 
EGFR (see section 1.5.3) by juxtapositioning the KDs to form trans-phosphorylation 
competent asymmetric dimers (Chen et al., 2008, Peng et al., 2009, Bae et al., 2010, 
Bocharov et al., 2013). It is not known whether E466 is involved in FGFR dimerisation, 
but this residue is conserved across all four FGFRs and introduction of a similar mutation 
to the corresponding residue in FGFR1 has also been shown to reduce the thermal 
stability of the FGFR1 KD (unpublished data). In addition, mixing the variant FGFR3 KDs 
with FGFR inhibitors dramatically increases the melting temperature (and therefore 
stability) of all three destabilising variants (unpublished data). The molecular 
mechanisms behind these effects remain to be elucidated. 
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Figure 3.15 Thermofluor assay measuring thermal stability of FGFR3 KDs. (a) Thermal shift 
experiments performed using 1 mg/mL FGFR3 variants mixed 1:500 with Sypro® Orange 
fluorescent dye (Thermo Fisher Scientific). A temperature gradient was employed between 
10-95°C increasing at 0.5°C intervals (10 seconds each) for each variant in triplicate reactions. 
Data were analysed using a custom Boltzmann sigmoid equation with linear baselines. Three 
mutations whose melting curves deviated most strongly from 2C are highlighted in different 
colours and labelled (E466K, I538F and N540K). The melting curve for activating mutation K650E 
is also highlighted for comparison. Highlighted curves are coloured as I538F (light red), E466K 
(maroon) and other variants as in Figures 3.10, 3.11 and 3.14. All error bars are omitted for clarity. 
(b) Melting temperatures for FGFR3 KD variants calculated from data fitted in a. Error bars 
represent standard error calculated using fitted data in a. The dashed line at 37°C marks the 
mean human physiological temperature. (c) Positions of all mutations assayed (shown as sticks 
and coloured blue) marked on a cartoon representation of the only available FGFR3 KD crystal 
structure (FGFR3-K650E) [PDB: 4K33] (Huang et al., 2013b) (coloured grey). The positions at 
which the three most destabilising mutations from a and b occur are mapped on this structure 
and highlighted, as is the activating mutation K650E for comparison (shown as sticks against a 
surface and coloured as in a). For full experimental details see section 2.20.1. 
 
 
 
 
 
Overall, of these destabilising variants, N540K was the only highly activating mutation, 
I538F and I538V were moderately activating and E466K was not an activating mutation 
in the in vitro kinase activity assays. Therefore there appears to be no link between the 
extent of kinase destabilisation by FGFR3 mutations and activation status. However, 
destabilisation of the inactive KD might play a mechanistic role in activation of some 
mutants such as N540K and mutations at position I538, both of which contribute to the 
‘molecular brake’ network of autoinhibitory hydrogen bonds. 
 
3.3.9 Do activating mutations affect cellular transformation and signalling? 
The kinase activity assays provided a ranked list of variants that could act as potential 
oncogenic drivers. However, it is possible that some mutations do not directly impact 
activity of the KD under the conditions of the in vitro assay design. For example, one 
mutation which has previously been suggested to be highly activating in a cellular setting 
and in the context of the full length receptor is the hotspot mutation G697C (Zhang et al., 
2005) which showed no gain-of-function in any kinase assays using purified and soluble 
KDs in this work. Conversely, it could be that many more mutations were activating in 
the kinase activity assays due to the increased degrees of freedom available to KDs in 
solution to trans-autophosphorylate when not restricted in space by the transmembrane 
and juxtamembrane domains as they would be in cells in the context of full length 
receptors. Therefore, the panel of FGFR KD mutations was next analysed in 
complementary experiments in the context of full length FGFR3 in a cellular setting to 
determine whether the patterns of kinase activation observed in vitro could also be 
detected in cells. 
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3.3.10 Generation of a panel of FGFR3 variant stable cell lines 
A retroviral vector comprising full length FGFR3-WT was generously provided by the 
Knowles group (Tomlinson et al., 2005). The alternatively spliced FGFR3 b splice isoform 
was selected for these experiments (rather than the canonical c splice isoform) because 
FGFR3 mutations occur most frequently in urothelial and other epithelial tissues in which 
the FGFR b splice isoform is more commonly expressed (Figure 3.1 and section 1.4). 
However, to minimise discrepancies of residue numbering between isoforms (which 
differ by two amino acids between b and c splice isoforms), residue numbering of 
mutations in this full length FGFR3b construct follow the canonical numbering of the c 
splice isoform (as in this entire work so far). Point mutations were introduced into this 
pFB-FGFR3b backbone using SDM and the constructs were sequenced to confirm 
successful incorporation of mutations (for full methods, see sections 2.1.5 and 2.2.1). 
This plasmid library of FGFR3-WT and mutant receptors was used to generate stable 
cell lines in NIH 3T3 cells (for full experimental details, see section 2.11). Two 
independent cell lines were made for each FGFR3 variant and WT. Clonal cell lines were 
not made as it was thought this might not accurately represent the genetic heterogeneity 
seen in tumours, for example in urothelial carcinoma (Tomlinson et al., 2007a). 
Additionally, variants I538F, I538V and G637W were not included in cellular analyses 
because these mutations were selected for inclusion in the panel of mutations at a later 
date than when these experiments were performed. 
 
 
3.3.11 Morphological assessment of transformation by FGFR3 variants 
NIH 3T3 cell lines stably expressing each of the panel of FGFR3 constructs were first 
screened for morphological signs of cellular transformation (Figure 3.16). Stable cell lines 
were seeded at low density and imaged at subconfluence after approximately 48 hours. 
An NIH 3T3 cell line stably expressing the known oncogene Ras V12, also known to 
transform NIH 3T3 cells, was generously provided by the Knowles group and used as a 
positive control for transformation. Transformed fibroblasts display a characteristic loss 
of contact-inhibition, their cell morphology becomes more ‘spindle-like’ and the cell edges 
appear ‘raised’ and therefore shiny under the phase contrast microscope compared to 
control fibroblasts which appear ‘flat’ and have a dull appearance (Figure 3.16a). Under 
the conditions of this screen, the only mutations clearly exhibiting these markers of 
transformation were N540K and K650E. In particular, cells containing FGFR3-G697C 
did not appear morphologically transformed in this cell line, and neither did any cell line 
containing moderately activating mutations from the in vitro kinase activity assays. 
Surprisingly, the cell line containing FGFR3-R669G, the mutation which was most 
activating in the kinase activity assays, did not appear to transform NIH 3T3 cells. 
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Interestingly however, all three of these most activating mutations from the kinase activity 
assay displayed increased FGFR3 expression, as did G697C (Figure 3.16b). From this 
initial experiment it was not known whether this was due to heterogeneity of the stable 
cell lines due to different efficiencies of gene integration into the genome during 
generation of the stable cell lines, or whether it might be the result of a feed-forward 
mechanism in response to mutation-induced signal transduction. 
 
In order to eliminate the possibility that the transforming effects of activating mutations 
were due to increased receptor expression, a second FGFR3-WT stable cell line (a gift 
from Sarah Williams) displaying elevated FGFR3 expression similar to the N540K and 
K650E cell lines (Figure 3.17a, left panel) was compared with these two mutant cell lines. 
Increased WT receptor expression in these cells did not morphologically transform them; 
the cells appeared morphologically similar to the WT cell line with lower receptor 
expression (Figure 3.17a, middle panel, and 3.17b). Additionally, two independent 
K650E stable cell lines (the second also a gift from Sarah Williams) with different receptor 
expression levels (Figure 3.17a, right panel) both transformed NIH 3T3 cells (Figure 
3.17b), suggesting that transformation is not a result of increased receptor expression. 
In any case, this type of morphology screen is subjective and qualitative, so further 
quantitative experiments were designed to elucidate whether the elevated receptor 
expression levels were mutation-induced or a transfection artefact, and to further 
characterise the mutations in cells with respect to their effects on cellular transformation 
and signal transduction. 
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Figure 3.16 Assessment of mutation-induced morphological transformation of NIH 3T3 
cells. (a) Images of stable NIH 3T3 cell lines generated with full length FGFR3b-WT or variants. 
Mutations that were highly (red) or moderately (orange) activating, and the non-activating hotspot 
mutation G697C (blue) in the in vitro kinase activity assays are highlighted. A stable cell line 
expressing the transforming Ras V12 oncoprotein (a gift from the Knowles group, University of 
Leeds) is also shown (positive control, [+]). A stable cell line generated using the empty vector 
backbone used for generation of all FGFR3 constructs is also shown (negative control, [-]). Stable 
cell lines were seeded at low density and imaged at subconfluence approximately 48 hours later. 
The scale bar represents 100 μM. (b) Relative expression of FGFR3 variants in each cell line in 
a, shown using immunoblots performed with the indicated antibodies. The gaps between panels 
represent the same blot with all panels imaged together, but with samples run on different SDS-
PAGE gels or excluding intervening lanes with mutants no longer included in this work. For full 
experimental details see sections 2.4, 2.5 and 2.10. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 3.17 Transformation of NIH 3T3 cell lines occurs independently of the level of 
FGFR3 expression. (a) Expression of FGFR3 variants in indicated stable cell lines, shown using 
immunoblots performed with the indicated antibodies. Immunoblots in the left, middle and right 
panels are from independent experiments. Stable cell lines WT (2) and K650E (2) were a gift from 
Sarah Williams. (b) Images of stable NIH 3T3 cell lines used for immunoblots in a. Stable cell 
lines were seeded at low density and imaged at subconfluence approximately 48 hours later. The 
scale bar represents 100 μM. For full experimental details see sections 2.4, 2.5 and 2.10. 
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3.3.12 Effects of mutations on anchorage independent growth and cell signalling 
A subset of FGFR3 variants was selected for analysis in cellular assays using the stable 
NIH 3T3 cell lines. The three most highly activating mutations from the kinase activity 
assays (N540K, K650E and R669G) were selected alongside the hotspot G697C mutant 
that appeared to be non-activating in the in vitro assays. These four mutant cell lines 
were assayed in parallel and compared with FGFR3-WT. Three types of experiments 
were performed: anchorage independent growth in soft agar, immunoprecipitation (IP) 
of FGFR3 with subsequent immunoblotting and immunoblot experiments performed 
directly on cell lysates. For experiments requiring cell lysates, cells were grown to 
subconfluence and then were either starved overnight in serum-free medium or 
harvested directly without starvation, and cell lysis was performed in situ. Lysates were 
then either used immediately for further experiments (following a total protein 
quantification step) or frozen until next use. Detailed methods can be found in sections 
2.4, 2.5, 2.10, 2.13, 2.14 and 2.15. 
 
The first experiment tested the ability of mutations to induce anchorage independent 
growth of the NIH 3T3 stable cell lines in soft agar to assess whether the mutations were 
transforming. Each stable cell line was seeded in triplicate in freshly prepared soft agar, 
cells were fed weekly and colonies were counted and imaged after two weeks (for full 
experimental details see section 2.13). Cells used for these experiments were also 
imaged for their morphological transformation status during anchorage dependent 
growth (Figure 3.18a). The soft agar assay showed that highly activating and 
morphologically transforming mutations N540K and K650E were also capable of 
inducing anchorage independent growth (Figure 3.18b-c). This has been previously 
shown for the positive control K650E (Chesi et al., 2001, Ronchetti et al., 2001, Agazie 
et al., 2003, di Martino et al., 2009) but was shown for the first time for N540K or any 
mutation at this position in FGFR1-4, although it has recently been shown for the 
corresponding mutation N549K in FGFR2 (Kwak et al., 2015). However, the highly 
activating mutation R669G and the hotspot mutation G697C appeared to be incapable 
of inducing anchorage independent growth in soft agar (Figure 3.18b-c), in agreement 
with their lack of morphological transformation of NIH 3T3 cells (Figure 3.16a). 
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Figure 3.18 Anchorage independent growth assay. (a) Images of a subset of the same stable 
NIH 3T3 cell lines as in Figure 3.16 prior to their use in anchorage independent growth 
experiments. Stable cell lines were seeded at low density and imaged at subconfluence after 
approximately 48 hours. The scale bar represents 200 μm. These cells were then seeded at 
5 x 103 cells per well of a 6-well plate in medium containing 0.4% w/v agarose on a base of 
medium containing 0.8% w/v agarose. Cells were fed weekly with medium containing 0.4% w/v 
agarose. After two weeks, cells were stained for 24 hours with 0.3% w/v p-iodonitrotetrazolium 
violet and imaged. (b) Representative views of binary masks applied to images of colonies 
growing in the soft agar (black against a white background) during automated colony counting, 
applied using ImageJ. (c) Number of colonies counted for each FGFR3 variant from triplicate 
wells in the soft agar assay. Colonies were counted electronically using ImageJ and were then 
manually checked. Error bars represent the standard deviation for each FGFR3 variant. Colonies 
counted for Ras V12 (positive control) are not shown on this bar chart but can be seen in b. For 
full experimental details see section 2.13. 
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Next, IP and immunoblotting experiments were performed to determine whether these 
mutations elevated the level of FGFR3 phosphorylation in the context of the full length 
receptors, as well as hyperactivation of downstream signalling pathways (for full 
experimental details see section 2.10, 2.14 and 2.15). It was found to be challenging to 
extract similar quantities of FGFR3-WT and each variant by IP, partly due to the variable 
expression levels observed in each cell line. This particularly affected the experiments 
including R669G, as this mutant protein could only be extracted in very small quantities 
(Figure 3.19a). Therefore, following IP of FGFR3-WT and variants from all lysates, 
R669G was compared with FGFR3-WT in separate immunoblots to the other three 
variants using a comparable quantity of IP-extracted FGFR3-WT (Figure 3.19b). These 
experiments showed that all three activating mutations (N540K, K650E and R669G), but 
not G697C, displayed elevated receptor autophosphorylation compared to WT in cells in 
the absence of ligand stimulation, in agreement with the in vitro kinase activity data. 
 
Assessment of the impact of these mutations on downstream signalling using non-IP 
extracted lysates (see sections 2.10 and 2.14 for detailed methods) once again showed 
that all three activating mutations, but not G697C, activated downstream signalling 
pathways compared to FGFR3-WT as evidenced by stronger phosphorylation of ERK 
(pERK) and AKT (pAKT) compared to WT (Figure 3.19c-d). This outcome was observed 
for R669G despite its relatively low expression level compared to N540K and K650E. 
Interestingly, the two different K650E cell lines (with varied expression levels, see Figure 
3.17a, right panel) appeared to differently activate either ERK signalling or AKT 
signalling, but did not fully activate both at the same time. Additionally, in the K650E cell 
line in which pERK was downregulated, the expression of PLCγ1 was also reduced 
compared to all other cell lines. This suggests that K650E might be capable of switching 
between different downstream signalling pathways, possibly to diversify and fine-tune its 
range of signalling outcomes in a context dependent manner. It remains to be tested 
whether this kind of pathway switching might also apply to other activating mutations, as 
in this experiment both N540K and R669G only weakly activated pAKT alongside 
stronger activation of pERK (Figure 3.19c-d). Whether these signalling outcomes depend 
on different thresholds of receptor expression within the cells also remains to be 
determined. 
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Figure 3.19 Effect of mutations on downstream signalling. (a) Immunoprecipitation (IP) of 
FGFR3 variant proteins from NIH 3T3 stable cell lines. Immunoblots were performed using the 
indicated antibody on lysates prepared from the same stable NIH 3T3 cell lines as in Figure 3.16 
showing the levels of FGFR3 expression (Pre-IP, upper panel) and showing the differences in the 
quantities of immunoprecipitated FGFR3 variants following equal volume IPs of FGFR3 proteins 
from the indicated variant cell lines (IP, lower panel). (b) Immunoblots performed using the 
indicated antibodies on immunoprecipitated FGFR3 variants showing differences in the levels of 
phosphorylated FGFR3 variants for equal quantities of FGFR3. IP and immunoblotting for this 
Figure was performed by the Research and Clinical Pathology Support Unit at the UCL Cancer 
Institute (c) Analysis of ligand-independent downstream signalling pathway activation by indicated 
FGFR3 variants. Stable cell lines (from Figure 3.16) were seeded at low density and at 
subconfluence (approximately 48 hours later) they were starved overnight in serum-free medium 
prior to harvesting the cell lysates. Immunoblots were performed on the lysates using the indicated 
antibodies. Immunoblots shown are representative of two independent experiments. (d) 
Densitometric analyses of data from c, plotted on a bar chart as fold difference compared to WT 
(normalised WT=1). Error bars represent resulting standard deviation of the data from the two 
independent experiments. For full experimental details see sections 2.14 and 2.15. 
 
 
To begin to gain further insights into possible mechanisms of activation via alteration of 
downstream signalling by these mutant FGFR3 receptors, an intracellular signalling 
antibody array experiment was performed using the same subset of FGFR3 variants. 
Cell lysates were added to the wells of an antibody array chip and chemiluminescent 
signals from each antibody ‘spot’ in the array (two per phospho-protein) were captured 
(for full experimental details see section 2.16). Raw data from the arrays is shown in 
Figure 3.20a, and the results of densitometric analyses performed on these data are 
displayed in Figure 3.20b. Since only a single experiment was performed, these are only 
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preliminary data; however, several interesting observations can be made from this 
preliminary dataset. The first is that all three activating mutations appear to activate the 
Ras-RAF-MEK-MAPK and the PI3K-PDK-AKT pathways in this assay, evidenced by 
elevated pERK and pAKT (similar to immunoblot experiments in Figure 3.19c-d) and 
phosphorylated proline-rich AKT substrate of 40 kDa (PRAS40) compared to WT, 
although G697C also appears to activate ERK and AKT in this array. Phosphorylation of 
BCL2-associated agonist of cell death (BAD) by N540K, K650E and G697C is also 
observed, suggesting anti-apoptotic signalling in these mutant cell lines. These 
combined data suggest that mutations increase pro-survival signalling in these cells 
compared to WT. In contrast, STAT3 does not appear to be activated here, despite this 
being previously suggested for K650E in the context of dysplasias (Hart et al., 2000). 
Phosphorylation of AMPKα, the key sensor of cellular energy status (Garcia and Shaw, 
2017) also appears unaffected, suggesting mutations do not appear to greatly impact 
cellular metabolism and/or energy homeostasis. Intriguingly, a strong reduction in active 
p38 is seen for N540K compared to WT, but it is unclear whether this might reflect a 
cause or a consequence of the mutation, and is further complicated by the fact that p38 
can have context-dependent oncogenic or tumour-suppressive roles (Zou and Blank, 
2017). Finally, all four mutations display phosphorylation and therefore inactivation of 
glycogen-synthase kinase-3 beta (GSK-3β), suggesting crosstalk with the Wnt and 
insulin signalling pathways. In fact, several of these potentially activated pathways exhibit 
substantial crosstalk within cells, and rigorous experimental testing is needed to 
elucidate the wider impacts of these mutations and their mechanisms of activation with 
regard to intracellular signalling, pathway co-activation and cellular homeostasis. 
 
It is not known why R669G is not transforming in a cellular context, despite it being clearly 
activating in terms of KD phosphorylation, phosphorylation of the full length receptor and 
even phosphorylation of downstream effectors. Replacement at this position to glycine 
has not been observed in FGFR3 in cancer per se but has been observed in FGFR2 
(Table 3.1) in which it has also been shown to activate the isolated KD in vitro (Chen et 
al., 2007b) similarly to the in vitro assays in this work. FGFR2-R678G was originally 
identified in a lung adenocarcinoma sample by the TCGA project, while a different 
mutation at the same position in FGFR2 (R678S) was identified in an endometrial 
carcinoma sample (Powell et al., 2014). In FGFR3 this position was instead found 
mutated to glutamine (Table 3.1), also by the TCGA project, and this has been similarly 
observed in FGFR1 (Seshagiri et al., 2012); both occurrences to glutamine were 
observed in colon adenocarcinomas. All these cancers are of epithelial origin, and so it 
could be that receptor activation and cellular transformation by mutations at this position 
only become apparent in a strictly cellular context dependent manner, and possibly in an 
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FGFR isoform specific fashion, which might not be detectable by the assays performed 
in this work using fibroblast cell lines and only one FGFR isoform. 
 
 
 
 
Figure 3.20 Intracellular signalling antibody array. (a) Images showing raw data from 
intracellular antibody arrays performed using cell lysates from the indicated FGFR3 variant stable 
cell lines as in Figure 3.16. Arrays were performed for each variant in parallel, in different array 
‘wells’ on the same array chip. Two antibody ‘spots’ (duplicates) were present in each array ‘well’ 
for each signalling protein. Three positive control ‘spots’ (top left, top right and bottom right corners 
of each array ‘well’) and three negative control ‘spots’ (bottom left corner and the two spots directly 
above it in each array ‘well’) served as 100% and 0% signal control ‘spots’ respectively for each 
array ‘well’, against which all signalling data within a well were normalised. (b) Densitometric 
analyses of data from a, plotted on a bar chart for phosphorylated intracellular signalling proteins. 
Data are shown for proline-rich AKT substrate of 40 kDa (PRAS40), AMP-activated protein kinase 
alpha (AMPKα), signal transducer and activator of transcription 3 (STAT3), glycogen synthase 
kinase 3 beta (GSK-3β), mitogen-activated kinases 1 and 2 (ERK1/2), BCL-2-associated agonist 
of cell death (BAD), p38 mitogen-activated protein kinase (p38) and protein kinase B (AKT). Data 
from each array ‘well’ for different FGFR3 variants were normalised according to the triplicate 
positive and negative control ‘spots’ within each array ‘well’ as described in a. Error bars represent 
standard deviations of the data from the duplicate ‘spots’ of each signalling protein in each array 
‘well’. For full experimental details see section 2.16. 
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In contrast the FGFR3-G697C was not found more phosphorylated in cells compared to 
WT, similarly to the in vitro kinase assays. It did not enhance signalling via pERK and 
was incapable of anchorage independent growth. The combination of these results 
suggests this FGFR3 hotspot mutation does not appear to be relevant as an oncogenic 
driver, at least from the experimental conditions tested. Crucially, all the observations of 
this cancer mutation were detected in a single study, possibly from a single genetic 
population, in the FGFR3b locus in oral squamous cell carcinomas (OSCC) (Zhang et 
al., 2005). This could have resulted in a biased ‘spike’ appearing in the genetic data, 
creating a potentially misleading mutation hotspot in the COSMIC database (Figures 3.2 
and 3.6a). A second possibility is that activation by this mutation could be tissue specific 
or context dependent; this work has not tested the effects of this mutation in epithelial 
cells similar to the ones in which the G697C mutations were found. However, another 
study that analysed a similar number of OSCC tumours from a different population did 
not detect any G697C mutations in FGFR3 (Aubertin et al., 2007). This supports the first 
interpretation of the data suggesting that population bias has created this mutation hotpot 
in FGFR3, reinforcing the importance of experimental testing during functional 
assessment of genetic data. 
 
In summary, further experimental testing of the effects of these mutations (including in 
more relevant cancer-associated cell lines where available) is needed to understand the 
roles of these mutations in an oncogenic context. Such work can be guided by the 
experimental results shown here which suggest that mutations might impact several 
aspects of downstream signalling compared to WT, in addition to the direct and diverse 
alterations of KD activity and stability observed here for several activating cancer-
associated mutations. 
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3.4 Discussion 
 
In this chapter a comprehensive panel of cancer-associated mutations in the FGFR KD 
was screened in vitro in search of potential oncogenic drivers. A subset of mutations 
identified as genetic mutation hotspots and/or potential activating mutations from in vitro 
activity assays was further analysed in a cellular setting to assess the mutation-induced 
impacts on cellular transformation and signalling. The importance of two known driver 
mutations in FGFRs (N540K and K650E in FGFR3) has been reinforced, with N540K 
(and N540S) being analysed for the first time in FGFR3 and in the context of cancer. 
This work therefore consolidates previous work that analysed the activation status of 
similar mutations at these positions in FGFRs, specifically N549T/H in FGFR2 (Chen et 
al., 2007b) and K659E/M/N/Q/T and K650E/M/N/Q/T in FGFR2 and FGFR3 (Chen et al., 
2013b, Huang et al., 2013b). This work therefore contributes to the growing recognition 
of highly activating mutations at these two positions as important oncogenic drivers, and 
suggests that while several aspects of the mechanisms of activation at each position are 
similar, other aspects differ (both in terms of direct KD activation as well as cellular 
effects). It was shown that the mechanism of direct KD activation by N540K in particular 
acts by increasing ATP binding affinity, increasing catalytic rate and reducing stability of 
the KD compared to WT. These effects might coincide to increase conformational 
flexibility of the KD, permitting a dynamic shift in the conformational population to more 
activated states. This can occur in a graded manner depending on the replacement as 
suggested for different K659 mutations in FGFR2 (Chen et al., 2013b). Graded activation 
of FGFRs by different replacements at the same residue has been shown even by early 
studies using FGFR3-K650 mutations in the context of dysplasia (Naski et al., 1996, 
Webster et al., 1996), suggesting that different replacements even at the same residue 
determine the extent of kinase activation and severity of the pathogenic phenotype. In 
this work, it has been shown that different mutations at the same residue at several 
different positions in the FGFR3 KD (I538, N540, D641, K650 and R669) display similar 
graded activation, with some of these replacements being more activating than others. 
Specifically, mutations I538V, N540K, D641G, K650E and R669G were more activating 
than I538F, N540S, D641N, K650N and R669Q respectively. In a clinical context, such 
subtle differences might propagate to large impacts on the response of patients to 
targeted treatments (discussed below). This work suggests that the mutation status of a 
therapeutic target must be taken into account during patient selection in the clinic, to help 
in identifying patients with highly activating mutations to which tumours are more likely 
to be addicted. 
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It has also been shown that rare, non-hotspot mutations in terms of the genetic data 
(such as FGFR3-R669G) might be activating and contribute to pathogenesis. 
Conversely, it has been shown that all genetic hotspot mutations (such as FGFR3-
G697C) are not necessarily activating and that intrinsic biases in the compilation of 
genetic data by databases such as COSMIC might lead to the misleading generation of 
mutation hotspots. Additionally, due to the combined use of automated literature mining 
and manual curation of mutations, COSMIC curates all types of cancer-associated 
mutations including de novo cancer mutations (the majority) and acquired resistance 
mutations, with no annotations to distinguish between these other than reading the 
referenced literature sources. One example is the FGFR3 gatekeeper mutation V555M, 
a resistance mutation that was found to be activating in this work and in a recent study 
(Bunney et al., 2015) which might be mistaken as a de novo cancer mutation through 
COSMIC. Genetic data curated in the COSMIC database also has several other 
limitations. Firstly, to date, the mutation dataset is still curated from a relatively small 
number of samples, including both benign and malignant tumours, and is too small to be 
used for accurately inferring functional relevance (although it is constantly growing and 
is still an invaluable resource). Therefore, the absolute number of mutations in cancer is 
likely to be largely underestimated in COSMIC. Secondly, there is an intrinsic bias in that 
several studies from which mutation data is curated have only sequenced part of the 
genome, sometimes even only part of a gene, and sometimes without confirming the 
somatic status of the mutation. A variety of different screening methods are used, tailored 
to the type of mutation being searched for, for example insertions or deletions (such 
methods may miss the identification of missense substitutions, for example). Often these 
sequencing studies are only performed on regions of genes (particular exons) that are 
already known to harbour pathogenic mutations from previous work, from either cancers 
or congenital diseases, or both. In FGFR3, this has led to an explosion in the number of 
genetically identified mutations creating possibly overrepresented hotspots at positions 
such as S249C and K650E due to the relatively early identification of mutations in the 
D2-D3 linker and the A-loop as crucial for pathogenesis in cancer and dysplasia (sections 
3.1.4 and 3.1.5). Conversely, a region such as the αEF-β12 loop in the KD (for example) 
has not been previously associated with cancer, so mutations in this region (for example 
R669G) may be underrepresented in databases such as COSMIC as sequencing studies 
tend to ignore these regions when searching for mutations in new samples. This work 
attempted to compile a comprehensive and representative panel of FGFR mutations 
from all regions of the KD using a semi-biased selection process, incorporating mutations 
irrespective of the number of observations or position in the KD. It was found that both 
hotspot and non-hotspot mutations can be activating and might play roles in oncogenesis 
and importantly, no trend was observed between the number of observations in cancer 
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and activation status. Therefore, this work suggests that functional validation of the 
genetic data in databases like COSMIC must be performed, as both hotspot and non-
hotspot genetically-curated mutations can be important for pathogenesis. An interesting 
observation was that the three most activating mutations in this work (N540K, K650E 
and R669G) are also commonly observed in dysplasias in the syndromes with the worst 
prognoses (Wilkie, 2005). This suggests that mutations that co-occur in both congenital 
diseases and malignancies might aid in the validation of possible cancer-associated 
driver mutations based on their links to the pathogenesis of both types of proliferative 
diseases. The mechanisms of action of such mutations proposed in this work might 
therefore apply to both congenital diseases and cancers. 
 
All pathogenic mutations found in the cytoplasmic region of FGFR in the cancer mutation 
databases (including COSMIC, TCGA and ICGC) were also analysed for their functional 
impacts using a combination of computational algorithms (Patani et al., 2016). This work 
showed that while many predictive algorithms are relatively advanced at identifying 
pathogenic loss-of-function mutations, in silico predictions of activity, stability and 
pathogenicity do not yet accurately represent the experimental reality when it comes to 
gain-of-function mutations in FGFRs, such as those important for the development and 
maintenance of cancers and other congenital disorders. Additionally, the computational 
tools performed better when attempting to link structure and function for FGFR residues 
that have a well-defined function or are found conserved across kinases, but tended to 
inherently overlook infrequently occurring variants or those that are not conserved across 
FGFRs or kinases. Therefore, although in silico predictions of function are an invaluable 
and complementary resource, this work emphasises the importance of experimental 
evaluation in linking genetic data to function. This is also important during selection of 
targets for drug discovery, to ensure critical selection based on pre-clinical data-driven 
predictions of the oncogene addiction status of a kinase or its mutant. In general, the use 
of a combination of complementary techniques to biochemically determine the roles of 
pathogenic mutations in cancer in this work presents a combinatorial platform for similar 
studies in other RTKs and EPKs involved in cancer. The data generated from such 
studies can then be used to better train predictive algorithms to improve the quality of 
future in silico predictions of the effects of mutations on function, particularly gain-of-
function. 
 
Useful functional information can be gained from assessing the direct impacts of 
mutations on the activity of isolated KDs in solution, as shown in this study and by others 
(discussed above). In particular, this work used several variations of in vitro kinase 
activity assays to comprehensively assess the impact of mutations on the activation 
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status and kinetics of catalysis by KDs in solution, something which is much more difficult 
to investigate in the context of the full length receptor in cells. However, such minimalist 
experiments also have some limitations. For example, due to the reductionist nature of 
the in vitro experimental system used in this work, it might not be possible to accurately 
assess the functional impact of mutations that affect kinase activity by mechanisms other 
than direct activation of isolated KDs. For example, mutations such as E466K that lie 
within the intracellular juxtamembrane region (a region implicated as vital for activation 
of full length RTKs such as EGFRs and perhaps FGFRs, see section 1.5.3) which has 
been shown to greatly reduce the thermal stability of the isolated FGFR3 KD (Figure 
3.15), might only exhibit elevated kinase activity in the context of the full length receptor 
comprising an intact, anchored juxtamembrane segment. This mode of kinase activation 
might be missed by the experimental design used in this work. Although efforts were 
made to assess the impact of a subset of mutations in the context of full length FGFR3 
in cells using a simple cellular model (Figures 3.16-3.20) more work needs to be done to 
elucidate their functional roles in cells. In this work, the focus was on assessing the 
mechanistic impacts of highly activating mutations identified from the in vitro activity 
assays. In particular, the effects of mutations in the correct cellular context need to be 
addressed, guided by the cancer cell types in which the mutations were originally 
identified (see Table 3.2 for examples). The addiction status of cancers to these 
mutations also needs to be determined to validate specific variants as individual 
therapeutic targets. Combining in silico molecular dynamics simulations with structural 
studies using full length mutant FGFRs will provide clarification of the modes of FGFR 
activation adopted by different mutations. Newly identified gain-of-function mutations 
from such studies can then be rigorously tested in cells and in vivo, including detailed 
analyses of changes in downstream signalling. Experiments to test these hypotheses 
are currently in progress in the lab for activating mutations and also for the three most 
destabilising mutations identified in this work, namely E466K, I538F and N540K. 
 
The correct cellular context might be vital for some mutations to exert their cell-
transforming effects, as was proposed for the R669G and G697C mutations investigated 
in this work in cells. This work showed that highly activating mutations K650E and N540K 
were activating both in vitro and in cells, and transformed NIH 3T3 cells morphologically 
as well as by promoting anchorage independent growth. However, despite R669G being 
highly activating in in vitro assays and even showing activation in cells, this mutation did 
not morphologically transform NIH 3T3 cells or enable anchorage independent growth. 
Similarly, G697C was not activating in vitro or in cells despite a previous study 
suggesting it is an activating mutation when expressed in an insect cell line (Zhang et 
al., 2005). In addition, Y647C which was reported to act as a mechanism of acquired 
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resistance to EGFR targeting by activating FGFR signalling in a pre-clinical human 
tumour model (Crystal et al., 2014) was not found to be activating in this work and did 
not morphologically transform NIH 3T3 cells. Although very useful for providing a direct 
and comparative readout of cellular transformation between mutants, there are several 
limitations of NIH 3T3 cells used to generate the model stable cell lines in this work. 
Firstly, the cells are of mouse origin and therefore have subtle overall differences 
compared to human cells. Secondly, the cells are not of epithelial origin, as are the 
majority of tumours in which FGFR cancer mutations are detected. Finally, generation of 
stable cell lines and subsequent overexpression of FGFRs might not accurately 
represent the situation in cancer and so may result in slight differences in cell 
morphology, signalling and anchorage independent growth compared with a real 
tumoural context. Therefore, the mutations need to be assessed for their functional 
impact in cell lines of epithelial origin as well, similar to the cancer cells in which the 
mutations were identified. In addition, this could be done using three-dimensional tissue 
culture models in which the tumour microenvironment can be better represented. These 
combinations of experiments will help to ascertain whether the cell transforming and/or 
oncogenic effects of mutations will present in the correct cellular context or tumour 
microenvironment. 
 
Interestingly, it has recently been proposed that FGFR3 mutations such as S249C and 
K650E might only impart highly oncogenic effects in vivo when found in combination with 
other deregulated genes (such as loss of the tumour suppressors p53 or pRB) in specific 
cellular contexts in urothelial cells (Zhou et al., 2016). This can be further complicated 
by the fact that tumours often comprise heterogeneous clonal populations of cells that 
arise from different aberrations and propagate to different tumour grades within the same 
cancer, including urothelial tumours harbouring FGFR3 aberrations (Tomlinson et al., 
2007a). This work has also shown preliminary data suggesting FGFR mutations increase 
crosstalk with different intracellular signalling pathways compared to WT (Figure 3.20). 
It was also noticed that two independent K650E cell lines differently activated 
downstream signalling pathways via either pERK or pAKT (Figure 3.19c-d). Although 
experimental validation of these initial findings is required, these data suggest that 
oncogenic signalling networks induced by FGFR mutations can be multifaceted. They 
might even include co-activation of other RTKs as both de novo mechanisms of 
activation by aberrant FGFRs and/or in response to targeted inhibition of other RTKs or 
FGFRs (as discussed in section 3.1.6). Therefore, the cellular context, including the 
mutation and co-activation status of other genes, might be a crucial determinant for 
FGFR mutations to act as oncogenic drivers in cancer. This remains to be rigorously 
investigated for the majority of FGFR cancer-associated mutations. 
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This work performed the first kinetic analysis of a large panel of FGFR variants including 
calculations of ATP affinity constants and rates of reaction. It was shown that N540K 
directly impacted KD activity by increasing its rate of phosphorylation, at least partly due 
to its increased affinity for ATP (Figure 3.14) and possibly partly due to reduced KD 
stability, as discussed above. However, in many of these assays, the initial ATP 
concentrations used were below the KM(ATP) of the KDs being investigated, and reaction 
time was longer than that required for maintaining linearity. In autophosphorylation and 
some substrate phosphorylation experiments (Figures 3.9b, 3.10a-b, 3.11c and 3.12b-c) 
which were assays to compare variant activity, this helped to maximise the observed 
differences in activity between variants to clearly rank them in order of activation status 
compared to FGFR3-2C. Here, the relatively low 50 µM ATP and longer 45 minute 
reaction time used were of less importance than the fact that these values were identical 
for each variant in the same assay; however they may have contributed to the ‘levelling 
off’ of curves, particularly by more activating variants, as the reactions slowed down due 
to consumption of large proportions of substrates. An exception is the substrate 
phosphorylation experiment (Figure 3.11a-b) which was more than just a comparative 
screening experiment as KD values were also extracted from the fitted curves, but this 
assay was performed with at least a 2-3 fold excess of ATP (compared to the KM(ATP) of 
variants being assayed, Figure 3.14d) and with a 10 minute reaction time, so that it 
sufficiently conformed to the laws of steady-state enzyme kinetics. Time course and 
substrate (ATP or polyE4Y1 peptide) titration experiments (Figure 3.9c-e and 3.14) were 
also performed with at least a 2-3 fold excess of ATP and with a 10 minute reaction time 
to ensure signal linearity. In addition, the non-linear regression analyses of these data 
performed using equations built-in to the Prism software (equations 1-4, section 2.9) are 
designed for assays with these types of experimental set-up. The assumptions involved 
in these analyses are already listed in section 2.9. 
 
Interestingly, despite the general trends observed in this work from the in vitro kinase 
assays (phosphorylation responses and reaction rates increasing with more activating 
variants), there are a few key instances when these trends do not hold true. For example, 
the maximum extents of phosphorylation observed in Figure 3.14a and 3.14c do not 
appear to mimic the ranked activation status of the variants, and in addition the reactions 
differently slow down over time. In particular, reactions involving N540K have a very high 
initial rate but then appear to ‘level off’ very rapidly compared to all other variants, while 
reactions involving R669G/Q (Figure 3.14a) and K650N (Figure 3.14c, left panel) appear 
to barely decelerate within the tested duration or ATP concentration range respectively. 
These reaction properties are likely to emerge as a consequence of combinations of 
possible phenomena including (but not limited to) concentration threshold dependent 
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product and/or substrate inhibition, and degradation of KD proteins over the course of 
reactions (the N540K KD is a particularly unstable activating variant, see Figure 3.15). 
These will probably result from (small) mutation induced differences in KD structure and 
chemical microenvironments that affect substrate binding (and release), allosteric sites, 
and overall KD function. This presents as a range of mutation specific in vitro properties 
as described. However, in the context of a cell where substrates and products are in 
constant flux, different permissive kinetic properties might allow distinct extents and rates 
of reactions to those observed in the in vitro assays in this work. 
 
Another limitation of the in vitro kinase assay arises because nanomolar concentrations 
of kinases are required to ensure strict signal linearity and to overcome ‘assay wall’ 
(phenomenon by which the lowest IC50 value that can be measured by the assay is half 
the initial kinase concentration) when developing the assay for the determination of 
catalytic and inhibitory binding constants for potent inhibitors (Yli-Kauhaluoma and 
Tuominen, 2011), as was a future aim of this assay. Such low concentrations cannot be 
measured by standard laboratory instrumentation and therefore for kinetic calculations 
involving absolute kinase concentrations (such as determination of kcat and kcat/KM(ATP)) a 
theoretical error (10%) was applied to the calculated kinase concentrations. This was 
based on the expected errors involved in measurement of the concentrated protein stock 
solutions and subsequent dilution for assays. Calculations of affinity and rate constants 
were then performed both with and without this theoretical error, and resulted in only 
small differences in the propagated errors. Subsequently, Figure 3.14e and Table 3.4 
were created using the resulting calculated errors for kcat and kcat/KM(ATP). Although these 
analyses were used to define several kinetic parameters and rate constants using a very 
robust activity assay, all parameters should ideally be calculated using measurements 
from at least two different types of assays to ensure the absolute values measured are 
accurate. However, it should be noted that within a cell, kinase activity probably does not 
actually follow Michaelis-Menten kinetics as protein substrates are unlikely to be in 
excess in the crowded intracellular environment. Therefore, the values measured in this 
work in direct and comparable assays in parallel provide valuable insights into the 
relative catalytic rates and substrate binding affinities compared to WT, which are useful 
for informing future FGFR-targeted drug discovery. However, these data provide little 
information about the kinetics of catalysis by different mutations within the cell; single-
molecule FRET experiments (for example) can be useful for investigating such properties 
further, including in a cellular context or using saturating ATP concentrations to provide 
valuable complementary information to that produced in this work. 
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Highly activating mutations were found to activate downstream signalling compared to 
WT. It was also noticed that N540K and K650E resulted in higher receptor expression 
levels compared to WT and compared to other less activating mutations (and even 
compared to highly activating R669G). It was not known whether this was a feed-forward 
mutation-induced mechanism that is involved in oncogenesis, or whether it is a 
consequence of artefacts incurred during the production of (non-clonal) stable cell lines. 
Increased receptor expression compared to WT has previously also been observed for 
stable cell lines harbouring activating FGFR2 mutations (Byron et al., 2013). Additionally, 
a similar association has been previously observed in a study using urothelial cancer 
samples which showed that 85% of tumour samples harbouring FGFR3 mutations also 
overexpressed the receptor (Tomlinson et al., 2007a). This was observed across 
urothelial tumours of all grades and stages, albeit in a greater proportion of lower grade 
tumours. In this work, it was suggested that transformation of NIH 3T3 cells is 
independent of the expression level of the WT or mutant receptors. However, it remains 
to be investigated whether threshold levels of mutant FGFRs are required for the 
alterations in downstream signalling observed in this work. Additionally, it is currently 
less clear how mutations found to be moderately activating (such as I538V, N540S, 
V555M, D641G/N, K650N and R669Q from this work) might be involved in oncogenesis, 
as none of these variants caused transformation of NIH 3T3 cells. In particular, FGFR3-
D641 mutations did not transform NIH 3T3 cells in this work, despite the activating 
hotspot mutation D816V at the corresponding position in the KIT receptor having been 
shown to transform the mast cells in which it exerts its oncogenic effects (Hashimoto et 
al., 1996) and KIT-D816V also confers resistance to the inhibitor imatinib (Frost et al., 
2002). The V555M gatekeeper mutation has been previously shown to provide acquired 
resistance to several ATP-competitive inhibitors (section 3.1.6) and this work suggests 
that this might occur through steric hindrance of these inhibitors binding in the ATP (and 
thus inhibitor) binding pocket as suggested by the increase in ATP binding affinity of the 
FGFR3-V555M KD. Several of these moderately activating mutations increased the 
catalytic efficiency and ATP binding affinity of the FGFR3 KD by varying degrees (Figure 
3.14d-e). This might ‘prime’ the mutant FGFRs by increasing basal ligand-independent 
activation so that they may present as oncogenic drivers in the optimal cellular context 
(discussed above). In addition, the effects of double mutations in FGFRs have not been 
analysed in this work, but double mutations have been previously observed in cancer 
including in FGFR3 in urothelial carcinoma (Tomlinson et al., 2007a). Their effects have 
only recently begun to be studied in FGFRs, such as in a recent structural analysis of 
double KD mutations in FGFR2 showing that double mutations in different parts of the 
KD confer enhanced, additive activation compared to their single-mutant counterparts 
(Chen et al., 2017). Although the occurrence of double mutations in the same allele is 
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predicted to be extremely rare in cancer, a double FGFR3 mutation including N540K and 
another KD mutation on the same allele has been observed in a dysplasia where it 
increase the severity of the disease phenotype (Pannier et al., 2009). Further analysis of 
these mutations, including in cells (using the relevant cancer cell lines where available) 
will provide information such that even malignancies and congenital disorders with rare 
mutations can be treated in a patient-personalised manner in the future. 
 
The clinical efficacy of FGFR targeted therapies has so far fallen short of the expected 
success of these drug candidates despite their success in pre-clinical testing (Babina 
and Turner, 2017). This could be due to the fact that patients have so far not been 
selected for clinical trials based on mutation, and importantly addiction, status of their 
tumours to aberrant FGFR signalling, possibly resulting in suboptimal clinical success of 
several pre-clinically potent FGFR inhibitors. Additionally, the efficacy of pre-clinical drug 
candidates is normally only experimentally verified using WT protein targets, with only 
rare functional assessment of the impact of mutations on inhibitor efficacy. In the case 
of kinases, this can be particularly relevant for mutations in the KD which can directly 
affect the activity and conformation of the KD and/or inhibitor binding site. To test this, 
the in vitro kinase assay developed here was used to assess the impact of several FGFR 
activating mutations identified in this work on the efficacy of a panel of FGFR inhibitors 
currently in clinical trials (Patani et al., 2016). This work clearly demonstrated that 
different mutations affect drug efficacy to differing degrees. Rarely, mutations increased 
the efficacy of specific inhibitors, while others (more commonly) reduced efficacy. 
Impacts on potency differed for different binary combinations of mutations and inhibitors, 
with no trend that could be predicted without experimental testing. For example, the 
V555M gatekeeper mutation and N540S (also in the ATP binding pocket) conferred 
particular resistance to the FGFR-selective inhibitor JNJ-42756493 while a different 
replacement at the same ‘molecular brake’ residue to N540K provided most resistance 
to another FGFR-selective inhibitor, AZD4547, with less impact on JNJ-42756493 
binding. Other mutations in the vicinity of the ATP binding pocket such as moderately 
activating I538V also conferred resistance to these two inhibitors as well as the multi-
kinase inhibitor Dovitinib. In contrast, activating mutations distant from the ATP (and 
inhibitor) binding site (K650E and R669G) did not greatly impact inhibitor binding. None 
of the mutations tested conferred a change in the sensitivity to the multi-kinase inhibitor 
Ponatinib. This agrees with a recent study which showed that the corresponding N549K 
mutation in FGFR2 exhibited increased resistance to the inhibitors Dovitinib and 
PD173074, but not Ponatinib, compared to FGFR2-WT in an endometrial carcinoma cell 
line (Byron et al., 2013). Such subtle differences in the primary sequence leading to 
conformational changes in the KD and alteration of the chemical environment in the 
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inhibitor binding site can therefore lead to large impacts on the success of targeted 
inhibition, including in the clinic. Resistance to targeted therapies is one of the key 
challenges still to be anticipated and overcome in the clinic. Therefore, a combination of 
functional studies such as those performed in this work, combined with a pre-clinical 
assessment of the impact of mutations on inhibitor potency, should be a crucial step in 
data-driven targeted therapeutics in the future and similar principles can be applied 
across RTK and EPK targets in cancer. The true success of clinical targeted therapies, 
particularly ATP-competitive inhibitors, might depend on such multifaceted information. 
Specifically, the impacts of subtle point mutations on the efficacy of clinical candidate 
drugs have not always been taken into account during clinical trials (although this is 
rapidly changing). This might have led to sub-optimal patient selection which could be at 
least partly responsible for the unexpectedly low clinical response rates observed to date. 
Pre-clinical studies that take into account the effects of mutations should help to boost 
the clinical success of targeted therapies which are currently less successful at targeting 
FGFRs harbouring point mutations compared to their relative success against cancers 
with FGFR amplifications and fusions which contain receptors with a WT sequence 
(Babina and Turner, 2017). This should help to combat clinical resistance to FGFR and 
other RTK inhibitors through knowledge of the mechanisms of action of different 
pathogenic mutations against them. In addition to resistance through specific point 
mutations in FGFRs, other mechanisms of resistance can develop in tumour cells 
through co-activation of other RTKs or other downstream signalling pathways, bypassing 
the need for FGFRs to maintain a robust oncogenic signal. As previously mentioned, this 
work showed preliminary results demonstrating crosstalk between FGFR signalling and 
other downstream signalling networks such as the Wnt signalling pathway (Figure 3.20). 
This pilot experiment also showed that pathogenic mutations might affect these signalling 
patterns, possibly by altering the networks in favour of maintaining the robust oncogenic 
signal and/or to diversify the oncogenic outcomes. Treating tumours with FGFR inhibitors 
can therefore also lead to oncogene switching such that the tumour becomes addicted 
to signalling via another kinase, simultaneously becoming resistant to FGFR inhibition 
through loss of oncogene-addiction to FGFR signalling due to the targeted therapy. 
Therefore, knowledge of the combined mechanisms of resistance through FGFR 
mutation, oncogene switching and/or co-activation of oncoproteins is required to target 
cancers with appropriate combination therapies to robustly eliminate them. Further 
signalling level data combined with studies as in this work are therefore required to inform 
a truly personalised approach to FGFR-targeting in the future of anti-cancer therapeutics. 
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Chapter 4: Characterisation of endocrine FGFR signalling complexes 
 
4.1 Introduction 
 
The endocrine sub-axes of FGFR signalling refer to the more recently discovered, and 
less well-researched, modes of signalling that have key regulatory differences compared 
to ‘canonical’ paracrine FGFR signalling. Endocrine signal transduction requires the 
constitutive recruitment of a member of the Klotho family of FGFR co-receptors into the 
ternary signalling complex instead of the HS co-factors required for paracrine signalling. 
Inclusion of Klotho proteins, exclusion of HS and switching of FGF ligands in the ternary 
signalling complexes from paracrine to endocrine sub-family members (FGF19, FGF21 
and FGF23 in humans) all serve to alter the mode of FGFR signal transduction from 
paracrine to endocrine (Belov and Mohammadi, 2013, Goetz and Mohammadi, 2013). 
This leads to changes in the physiological outcomes of signalling from controlling 
development, growth, migration and tissue homeostasis to hormonally regulating diverse 
metabolic processes including glucose uptake, bile acid synthesis and phosphate and 
vitamin D homeostasis. Strong tissue specific expression of the Klotho family proteins 
coupled with selective inclusion of specific endocrine FGFs and FGFR isoforms in the 
ternary complexes dictate the metabolic outcome of the transduced signal (Kurosu and 
Kuro, 2009). 
 
The important discovery that endocrine FGFR signalling mediates several aspects of 
normal metabolism coincided with the growing observations that the most common side-
effects in response to targeted FGFR therapeutics (Table 1.4) in pre-clinical tumour 
models were due to on-target inhibition of specific endocrine FGFR signalling pathways, 
most commonly involving FGF23 (Dieci et al., 2013, Brooks et al., 2012). Additionally, in 
contrast to FGFR point mutations involved in cancer discussed in Chapter 3, an aspect 
of aberrant endocrine FGFR signalling such as amplification of FGF19 has also been 
identified as a de novo driver of oncogenesis in specific cancers (Sawey et al., 2011). 
The same FGF19 aberration has also been shown to confer sensitivity to targeted FGFR 
inhibitors in specific subsets of cancer cell lines, but only when the cognate Klotho family 
co-receptor required for FGF19 signalling is concurrently expressed (Guagnano et al., 
2012). Finally, FGF21 has been identified as an important modulator in several clinically 
important metabolic diseases such as diabetes and obesity. These involvements of 
components of endocrine signalling in oncogenesis, modulation of toxicity profiles in 
response to targeted FGFR therapies and in widespread metabolic diseases provides a 
strong rationale to further study the relatively unknown sub-axes of endocrine FGFR 
signalling further. 
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In this Chapter, the three components of the endocrine ternary signalling complexes will 
be introduced from a structural and biochemical perspective, with a focus on the Klotho 
family of co-receptors and the endocrine FGF19 sub-family proteins (the FGFR family of 
RTKs has already been described in detail in Chapter 1). In particular, the focus will be 
on βKlotho, FGF19 and FGF21 and the roles of their resultant ternary FGFR complexes 
in endocrine signalling. The importance of composition of the signalling complexes and 
tissue specificity of expression on context-dependent metabolic effects will be presented. 
The roles of deregulated endocrine signalling on various pathologies, including cancer, 
will be discussed. Finally, the development of components of the ternary complexes and 
related biomolecules as therapeutics for several diseases, including cancer, will be 
reported. 
 
4.1.1 The Klotho family of FGFR co-receptors 
The three members of the Klotho family of proteins are αKlotho (alias KLA), βKlotho 
(alias KLB) and γKlotho (alias lactase-like protein, LCTL). The Klotho gene (for the 
αKlotho protein) was first discovered as an anti-ageing gene in a knockout mouse model 
that displayed signs of human-like ageing and reduced lifespan (Kuro-o et al., 1997). 
Later, the mouse βKlotho gene was also identified based on sequence identity of the 
protein to Klotho of 44% (Ito et al., 2000). This was followed by discovery of γKlotho, the 
third Klotho family member identified to date (Ito et al., 2002). The three proteins make 
up a sub-family within the superfamily of type I β-glucosidases based on their sequence 
similarities to glycosyl hydrolases (Henrissat and Bairoch, 1993). Most research has so 
far focussed on the anti-ageing αKlotho, with emerging interest in the βKlotho branch of 
signalling. Very little is known about γKlotho and its functions so this Klotho family 
member will not be discussed in much detail in this work except for the rare cases where 
data is available. 
 
4.1.2 The endocrine sub-family of FGF ligands 
Members of the FGF19 sub-family of FGF ligands comprise FGF19 (mouse orthologue 
is FGF15), FGF21 and FGF23 (see section 1.5.1 and Figure 4.1). Each FGF forms 
complexes with specific Klotho family members and FGFRs and this dictates the 
outcomes of endocrine signal transduction. The first endocrine FGF to be identified was 
FGF19, which was discovered to bear the least sequence homology to all human FGFs 
known at the time (Xie et al., 1999, Nishimura et al., 1999). It was found to be the 
orthologue of mouse FGF15 discovered previously due to 53% sequence identity 
between the two proteins (McWhirter et al., 1997). FGF21 was discovered next in mouse 
embryos (Nishimura et al., 2000), followed soon after by FGF23 (ADHR Consortium, 
2000, Yamashita et al., 2000). All were predicted to be secreted proteins and were 
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grouped into their own sub-family of endocrine FGFs (Itoh and Ornitz, 2008, Itoh and 
Ornitz, 2011). Compared to paracrine FGFs, they were all found to require specific Klotho 
co-receptors for high affinity binding to and signalling through FGFRs in a HS 
independent manner. They comprise unique structural features that facilitate their 
signalling capabilities as hormones compared to other FGF sub-families, as mentioned 
in section 1.5.1 and further described in sections 4.1.9 and 4.1.10 below. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 4.1 Domain organisation of the human FGF19 subfamily of endocrine FGF ligands. 
Schematic representation of the domain structures of endocrine FGFs (to relative scale). All three 
FGFs comprise a short N-terminal secretion signal peptide (SP), a ‘core’ N-terminal domain (NTD) 
which is highly conserved among all FGFs and a C-terminal domain (CTD) referred to as the C-
terminal tail, which confers Klotho protein binding specificity. The amino acid length of each 
human FGF protein is indicated. See also Figures 1.2 and 1.6. 
 
 
 
 
4.1.3 FGFR isoforms 
FGFRs have already been introduced in Chapter 1. All FGFR isoforms (FGFR1-4) can 
form endocrine signalling complexes, but several studies have shown that it is 
particularly the canonical c, and not the alternative b, splice isoforms of FGFR1-3 that 
bind and transduce signals in complexes with Klotho proteins and endocrine FGFs (Xie 
et al., 1999, Urakawa et al., 2006, Kurosu et al., 2007, Ogawa et al., 2007). Some ternary 
complex combinations can form in vitro and in cellular models but cannot transduce a 
signal; therefore few specific ternary complexes appear to be functionally relevant in vivo 
and this is discussed in more detail in sections 4.1.9 and 4.1.10 below. 
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4.1.4 Domain organisation and possible functions of Klotho proteins 
The Klotho proteins are transmembrane glycoproteins with a very short cytoplasmic 
domain, a single-pass type I transmembrane helix and a large ectodomain with variable 
numbers of putative N-glycosylation sites (Table 4.1). The ectodomain of αKlotho and 
βKlotho comprises two β-glucosidase-like tandem repeat domains termed KL1 and KL2 
separated by a short linker, while γKlotho has only one KL domain (Figure 4.2). To date, 
no atomic structural information exists for any Klotho proteins or any of their individual 
domains, with or without FGF or FGFR binding partners. This information is eagerly 
sought in order to understand the molecular basis for the crucial roles of Klotho co-
receptors in the switch from paracrine to endocrine signalling. Additionally, structural 
information will help to decipher the stoichiometry of signalling complexes and will aid in 
designing therapeutics targeting these ternary complexes for the treatment of a range of 
metabolic pathologies and specific malignancies in which Klotho-dependent signalling is 
deregulated (reported below), as well as in combating the adverse effects observed in 
patients in response to clinical FGFR targeting (reported in section 4.1.18). 
 
 
 
Figure 4.2 Domain organisation of the human Klotho family of transmembrane co-receptor 
proteins. The three Klotho family members known to date (αKlotho, βKlotho and γKlotho), based 
on sequence homology, are schematically illustrated (to relative scale). They all comprise an 
extracellular region, a single pass type I transmembrane helix and a very short C-terminal 
cytoplasmic region. The large ectodomains of αKlotho and βKlotho (almost 1000 amino acids in 
length) comprise two β-glucosidase-like tandem repeat domains termed KL1 and KL2 (labelled) 
separated by a short linker, while the ectodomain of γKlotho comprises only one KL domain. The 
entire extracellular region comprising KL1-KL2 (αKlotho and βKlotho) or just the individual KL 
domains for all three Klotho proteins are also shed into the circulation where they are referred to 
as soluble Klotho. At least one of the essential catalytic aspartate (D) residues required for β-
glucosidase activity is missing in all the KL domains, and the replacement residues (N, A, S or E) 
have been labelled on each KL domain. For this reason, the KL domains are predicted to be 
catalytically inactive. Putative N-glycosylation sites on the ectodomains of all three Klotho proteins 
have been labelled with grey stick-and-star markings (positions to scale). 
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Table 4.1 Human Klotho family members predicted protein and domain lengths, protein 
molecular masses and numbers of putative glycosylation sites. 
 
 αKlotho βKlotho γKlotho 
Protein length (amino acids) 1012 1014 567 
Extracellular domain (amino acids) 948 996 519 
TM domain (amino acids) 21 21 21 
Intracellular domain (amino acids) 10 27 5 
Non-glycosylated molecular mass (kDa) 116 120 65 
Glycosyl hydrolase (KL) domains KL1 (57-506) KL2 (515-953) 
KL1 (509-516) 
KL2 (517-967) KL (33-503) 
Putative glycosylation sites (number) 7 11 3 
 
 
 
 
4.1.5 Possible enzymatic functions of KL domains 
Despite their sequence similarity to β-glucosidases, all KL domains appear to lack an 
essential catalytic aspartate residue required for glucosidase activity (Figure 4.2) and are 
therefore predicted to be catalytically inactive (Ito et al., 2002). A few studies have 
suggested that αKlotho might exhibit weak β-glucuronidase activity (Tohyama et al., 
2004, Chang et al., 2005) while others have suggested that sialidase activity of αKlotho 
might regulate ion channel activation by specifically acting on α2,6-linked sialic acids 
(Cha et al., 2008). To date, no such studies have implicated βKlotho or either of its 
individual KL domains to perform any glucosidase, glucuronidase or sialidase activities. 
Additionally, whether or not either of the KL domains in any Klotho family member retains 
any of these enzymatic activities is still an open, unresolved question. However, it is 
hypothesised that the KL domains may have retained the ability to bind to sugars such 
as galactosides (Kilkenny and Rocheleau, 2016). This might have important implications 
for cell surface signalling with Klotho proteins possibly retaining the ability to bind, but 
not metabolise, cell-surface glycan moieties (discussed further below). 
 
4.1.6 Roles of Klotho ectodomains as secreted humoral factors 
The ectodomain of αKlotho is also shed into the circulation as a hormone, particularly in 
humans and to a lesser extent in mice (Matsumura et al., 1998, Shiraki-Iida et al., 1998). 
In humans it is thought to originate predominantly from the kidney, the organ where full 
length membrane-bound αKlotho is most highly expressed (Olauson et al., 2017), as 
described in section 4.1.7 below. The secreted ectodomain has been named soluble 
Klotho (sKlotho) and refers to the entire ectodomain comprising both KL domains (Figure 
4.2), although secretion of individual KL domains has also been observed (Chen et al., 
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2007a). However, the human αKlotho KL1 domain, compared to the entire ectodomain, 
could not efficiently induce FGF23 signalling in cells or hypophosphatemia in mice 
(Abramovitz et al., 2011) suggesting that the ectodomain is needed in its entirety for the 
hormonal functions of αKlotho. sKlotho has been detected in bodily fluids such as sera 
and cerebrospinal fluid where it is released post-translationally through enzymatic 
cleavage from membrane-bound full length αKlotho, rather than being directly 
transcribed (Imura et al., 2004). Cleavage is catalysed at least in part in an insulin 
dependent manner by A Disintegrin and Metalloproteinase (ADAM) family sheddases 
ADAM10 and ADAM17 (Chen et al., 2007a) and possibly by other secretase proteins 
(Bloch et al., 2009) in vivo, although sKlotho might also result as a product of alternative 
mRNA splicing (Hu et al., 2010, Mizuno et al., 2001). Physiological levels of sKlotho 
appear to vary between distinct genetic populations (Schmid et al., 2013) and have been 
shown to decline with age (Yamazaki et al., 2010). The levels of protein are important in 
regulating a range of pathologies, and can serve as useful biomarkers in disease (see 
section 4.1.19). 
 
4.1.7 Expression profiles of Klotho, FGFs and FGFRs: implications for signalling 
It has been shown that the Klotho proteins are expressed in a limited range of tissues 
with discrete and specific expression for each family member. In adult mice, αKlotho is 
expressed predominantly in the kidney and in the brain (Kuro-o et al., 1997, Chang et 
al., 2005, Fon Tacer et al., 2010), with lower levels of expression in other organs such 
as the thyroid and arterial vasculature, and similar expression patterns are observed in 
humans (Lim et al., 2015). The γKlotho protein is expressed highly in the eye, brown 
adipose tissue (BAT), skin and kidney (Ito et al., 2002, Fon Tacer et al., 2010, Zhang et 
al., 2017b). Expression of βKlotho is more widespread that the other Klotho family 
members, with highest levels of expression observed in the liver, pancreas, gall bladder 
and BAT and white adipose tissues (WAT) with lower levels in the gut, skin, arterial 
vasculature, reproductive tissues, skeletal muscle and hypothalamus (Ito et al., 2000, 
Lin et al., 2007, Fon Tacer et al., 2010, Adams et al., 2012, Bookout et al., 2013, Ding et 
al., 2012). It has emerged that the specificity of endocrine signalling depends on these 
tissue specific expression profiles of Klotho family members. In contrast, FGFRs are 
much more ubiquitously expressed across tissues compared to the Klotho proteins (Fon 
Tacer et al., 2010), and impart a much lower influence on the tissue specificity of 
signalling. Specific examples are discussed in sections 4.1.9 and 4.1.10. 
 
The endocrine FGFs also exhibit discrete tissue specific expression profiles, however as 
mentioned previously, they are secreted hormones that exert their physiological effects 
mostly away from their sites of production. FGF19 (or FGF15 in mice) is expressed 
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mainly in the small intestine (Inagaki et al., 2005, Fon Tacer et al., 2010) but exerts its 
effects primarily on the liver and gall bladder where it dampens bile acid synthesis and 
gluconeogenesis, promotes post-prandial protein and glycogen synthesis and stimulates 
filling of the gall bladder (Inagaki et al., 2005, Choi et al., 2006, Lin et al., 2007, Kir et al., 
2011, Potthoff et al., 2012). It has also been implicated to exert anti-diabetic and anti-
obesity effects in mice (Tomlinson et al., 2002, Fu et al., 2004). FGF21 appears to have 
a broader tissue expression profile than FGF19 with sites of production including the 
liver, pancreas, testes, gut, thymus, and BAT (Nishimura et al., 2000, Fon Tacer et al., 
2010) but circulating FGF21 is thought to be mostly liver derived and its expression is 
induced in response to fasted states in mice (Nishimura et al., 2000, Badman et al., 2007, 
Inagaki et al., 2007, Lundasen et al., 2007, Lee et al., 2011, Markan et al., 2014). In other 
tissues such as WAT, BAT and skeletal muscle FGF21 expression is induced in 
response to various other transcription factors involved in nutrient-sensing, reviewed in 
(Owen et al., 2015, Kilkenny and Rocheleau, 2016). The primary sites of action of FGF21 
are the liver, pancreas and adipose tissues where it regulates a range of metabolic 
outcomes such as nutritional stress-induced energy homeostasis in liver and glucose 
uptake, insulin and leptin sensitisation, ketogenesis, lipolysis and thermogenesis in WAT 
and BAT, reviewed in (Owen et al., 2015, Itoh et al., 2015). Its primary role is thought to 
be stimulation of glucose uptake, first shown in 3T3-L1 adipocytes (Kharitonenkov et al., 
2005). The potential anti-diabetic, anti-obesity and life extending effects of FGF21 have 
fostered great therapeutic interest in the hormone, as presented in section 4.1.19 below. 
The final endocrine FGF, FGF23, is expressed in bone, heart, thyroid, brain, lung, 
thymus, spleen, muscle and liver (ADHR Consortium, 2000, Liu et al., 2003, Fon Tacer 
et al., 2010). It targets the kidney and heart to exert its roles in phosphate and vitamin D 
homeostasis (Shimada et al., 2004). The predominant sites of endocrine FGF expression 
and metabolic action are summarised in Figure 4.3. Of the three endocrine FGFs, 
multiple studies have revealed that FGF19 and FGF23 also affect proliferation and have 
mitogenic activities in addition to their metabolic roles, while FGF21 uniquely has only 
metabolic activities without any proliferative or oncogenic effects (discussed further 
below). 
 
It was noticed that there were similarities between phenotypes of multiple knockout 
mouse models for different combinations of αKlotho, βKlotho, FGF19, FGF21, FGF23 
and various FGFRs. This led to the hypothesis that specific Klotho co-receptors were 
required for binding to specific combinations of FGFs and FGFRs for signal transduction. 
A wealth of further experimentation in mice and in vitro biochemical experiments were 
employed to decipher the roles of the proteins in relation to each other, leading to the 
discovery of the FGF-FGFR-Klotho ternary complexes and the requirements for Klotho 
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co-receptors for endocrine signalling. The biochemical evidence supporting the 
functional relevance of the specific complexes thought to be important to date is 
presented in the next section. 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 4.3 Summary of predominant sites of endocrine FGF expression and metabolic 
action in response to stimuli. Physiological activities of (a) FGF19, (b) FGF21 and (c) FGF23 
acting through their respective FGF-FGFR-Klotho ternary complexes (predominantly FGF19-
FGFR4-βKlotho, FGF21-FGFR1c-βKlotho and FGF23-FGFR1c-αKlotho). The summary is of 
literature including aspects of signalling not discussed in detail in the text. FXR – farnesoid X 
receptor, CYP7A1 – cholesterol 7 α-hydroxylase 1, ACC2 – acetyl-Co-A carboxylase 2, SCD1 – 
stearoyl-CoA desaturase 1, PPARα/γ – peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor, PTH – 
parathyroid hormone. Figure reproduced from (Beenken and Mohammadi, 2009). 
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4.1.8 The ternary complexes and intra-complex protein-protein interactions 
The ternary endocrine FGFR signalling complexes comprise specific combinations of 
FGF, FGFR and Klotho proteins. Endocrine FGFs themselves exhibit lower affinities for 
FGFRs and HS compared to paracrine FGFs (Harmer et al., 2004, Goetz et al., 2007, 
Asada et al., 2009, Goetz et al., 2012b), and require Klotho co-receptors for high affinity 
binding to and signalling via FGFRs (Kurosu et al., 2006, Urakawa et al., 2006, Ogawa 
et al., 2007, Kurosu et al., 2007, Kharitonenkov et al., 2008, Suzuki et al., 2008). These 
studies and others have slowly characterised physiologically relevant ternary signalling 
complexes over a decade of biochemical and cellular research. In general, it was found 
that αKlotho and βKlotho form mutually exclusive complexes exclusively with their 
cognate combinations of FGFRs and FGFs, namely FGF23 for αKlotho and FGF19 and 
FGF21 for βKlotho. Additionally, endocrine FGFs bind with lower affinities to FGFRs or 
Klotho co-receptors on their own, and bind more effectively to FGFR-Klotho binary 
complexes. The specific ternary complexes formed regulate distinct physiological 
outcomes, in a tissue specific manner. They will therefore be presented separately, with 
a focus on binary and ternary complexes involved in the sub-axes of βKlotho endocrine 
signalling which is the experimental focus of this work. 
 
4.1.9 FGF23-αKlotho ternary complexes 
Direct binding of FGF23 to each of the FGFR isoforms was shown to be weak, with a 
preference for signalling via the canonical c compared to the alternative b FGFR splice 
isoforms, and with some dependence on heparin (Yu et al., 2005, Zhang et al., 2006b). 
The binary interactions between FGF23 and αKlotho, and αKlotho and various FGFRs, 
and the possible ternary complexes were first demonstrated in HEK 293 cells (Kurosu et 
al., 2006). This study demonstrated direct binding of αKlotho to various FGFRs, again 
highlighting a preference for the c compared to the b splice isoforms. FGF23 
preferentially bound to binary complexes of αKlotho with either FGFR1c, 3c or 4 (but not 
2c) but did not bind to any individual receptor on its own. Additionally, FGF23 signalling 
could only be activated in the presence of αKlotho, highlighting the Klotho-dependence 
of FGF23 in receptor binding and signal transduction. Another study similarly 
demonstrated that αKlotho directly binds FGF23 and the FGFR1c isoform in a HS-
independent manner (Urakawa et al., 2006). This study also showed that αKlotho binds 
to FGFR1c, converting it into a specific HS-independent receptor to which FGF23 can 
bind and can signal through in a αKlotho-dependent fashion. However, although receptor 
interaction with FGF23 was strongly αKlotho-dependent and HS-independent, it was 
suggested that HS might enhance binding and signalling. Two more studies 
demonstrated that FGF23 could directly bind αKlotho-FGFR1c, but not βKlotho-FGFR1c, 
to transduce a signal (Suzuki et al., 2008, Kharitonenkov et al., 2008). One study which 
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demonstrated direct binding of FGF23 to αKlotho (but not βKlotho) in vitro also provided 
evidence that the C-terminal tail residues of FGF23 might be sufficient for binding to 
αKlotho (Wu et al., 2008). Another study showed that wildtype, but not the N-terminal 
‘core’ of FGF23 without the C-terminal tail, could activate signalling, suggesting the C-
terminal tail was necessary and sufficient for signalling (Goetz et al., 2007). Direct in vitro 
competition experiments comprehensively demonstrated that the C-terminal tail of 
FGF23 does indeed mediate the high affinity interaction of FGF23 with the full length 
ectodomain complex of αKlotho-FGFR1c, but not with FGFR1c or αKlotho alone, and 
this occurs in the absence of HS (Goetz et al., 2010). This study also showed that the C-
terminal tail of FGF23 can compete with the full length protein for binding to the αKlotho-
FGFR1c binary complex and can therefore inhibit signalling. Finally, the binding affinities 
for the binary interactions between αKlotho and each FGFR isoform were measured in 
vitro by surface plasmon resonance (SPR) (Table 4.2a), confirming that αKlotho binds 
with highest affinity to FGFR1c, 3c and 4, but not 2c or any of the b splice isoforms 
(Goetz et al., 2012a). The binding affinities for the interactions between FGF23 and 
FGFR1c or FGF23 and the αKlotho-FGFR1c binary complex were also measured in 
comparable experiments using SPR in a second study (Table 4.2b) (Goetz et al., 2012b). 
 
 
Table 4.2 Equilibrium dissociation constants (KD, nM) for (a) FGFR-Klotho interactions 
and (b) for known FGF-FGFR and FGF-FGFR-Klotho interactions with endocrine FGFs 
from comparative studies (Goetz et al., 2010, Goetz et al., 2012a, Goetz et al., 2012b). 
 
(a) 
 FGFR1c FGFR2c FGFR3c FGFR4 
αKlotho 72 – 82 123 
βKlotho 124 170 – 84 
 
(b) 
 FGF2 FGF19 FGF21 FGF23 
FGFR1c 58 1910 2520 648 
αKlotho-FGFR1c – – – 27.4 
 
 
 
Resolution of the crystal structure of the N-terminal ‘core’ of FGF23 demonstrated that a 
large HS-binding region present in paracrine FGFs is missing in FGF23, explaining its 
reduced affinity for HS and therefore its ability to exert its physiological actions away 
from its tissue of production by being secreted into the circulation to function as a 
hormone (Goetz et al., 2007). Mutagenesis experiments performed in this study and a 
later study (Goetz et al., 2012b) confirmed FGF23 residues involved in HS binding as 
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the mutations abrogated HS binding of FGF23 further (Figure 4.4c). These mutations to 
FGF23, which rendered it completely unable to bind HS, did not affect its signalling 
activity. The latter study also showed that it was possible to engineer FGF2, a paracrine 
FGF, to act in an endocrine FGF23-like manner by mutating the HS binding residues of 
FGF2 to abrogate its HS-binding affinity, and adding to it the C-terminal tail of FGF23 
enabled the chimeric FGF2 to bind to the αKlotho-FGFR1c complex. So the role of the 
FGF23 C-terminal tail as the binding site for αKlotho-FGFR1c is emphasised and there 
is confirmation that this endocrine signalling complex is HS-independent. These studies 
also confirm that αKlotho (and not βKlotho) is required for FGF23 signalling, and that 
signalling occurs predominantly via FGFR1c. 
 
4.1.10 FGF19-βKlotho and FGF21-βKlotho ternary complexes 
The first reports demonstrating the involvement of βKlotho in FGFR signalling showed 
that the activities of FGF19 and FGF21 were dependent on the βKlotho co-receptor (Lin 
et al., 2007, Ogawa et al., 2007). The first study suggested that βKlotho-FGFR4 was the 
primary receptor for FGF19. Similar to experiments performed for FGF23, the latter study 
demonstrated binding of βKlotho to FGFR1c and 4, and weakly to FGFR2c. It also 
showed that FGF21 bound and signalled preferentially through βKlotho-FGFR binary 
complexes compared to direct signalling through just FGFRs, showing for the first time 
the βKlotho-dependence of FGF21 signalling. A very similar study by the same group 
showed that FGF19 also depends on βKlotho, and not αKlotho, for signalling through 
FGFRs, once again emphasising the importance of FGFR1c and 4, and to a lesser extent 
FGFR2c and 3c (Kurosu et al., 2007). This study began to address the tissue specificity 
of signalling through βKlotho-FGFR complexes, showing that both FGF19 and FGF21 
can signal in 3T3-L1 adipocytes, which express FGFR1c, but not the other FGFR 
isoforms. They also showed that only FGF19 could transduce a signal in hepatocytes, 
which express predominantly FGFR4, although FGF21 was capable of binding to 
βKlotho-FGFR complexes in these cells. This pattern of signalling in adipocytes and 
hepatocytes was confirmed in vitro and in vivo by another study (Adams et al., 2012). 
The βKlotho-dependence of FGF19 (Wu et al., 2007) and FGF21 (Kharitonenkov et al., 
2008) signal transduction respectively were further emphasised by two further studies. 
One final study demonstrated that both FGF19 and FGF21 could directly bind and signal 
via the βKlotho-FGFR1c or βKlotho-FGFR3c complexes, and again demonstrated that 
signalling could not occur through any of the FGFR b splice isoforms (Suzuki et al., 
2008). The proposed βKlotho dependent specificity of FGF21 for FGFR1c and dual 
specificity of FGF19 for FGFR1c and FGFR4 was further evaluated with dose response 
assays (Gupte et al., 2011) and using dose dependent competition assays (Yang et al., 
2012). Tissue- and FGFR-specificity of signalling was further shown using FGFR1c 
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knockout mouse tissues, where FGF21 signalling was abrogated in adipose tissues 
(which predominantly express FGFR1c) but FGF19 signalling in hepatocytes (which 
predominantly express FGFR4) was maintained (Foltz et al., 2012). Direct binding 
affinities for βKlotho binding to FGFR isoforms were later determined by SPR and 
confirmed the importance of FGFR1c, 2c and 4, but not 3c or any of the b splice isoforms, 
in binding to βKlotho (Yie et al., 2009, Goetz et al., 2012a). These studies also observed 
direct binding of βKlotho respectively to FGF19 and FGF21 (in the absence of FGFRs), 
a phenomenon which does not occur for FGF23 and αKlotho. The importance of the C-
terminal tails of FGF19 and FGF21 in directly binding to βKlotho, but not αKlotho, was 
first demonstrated by direct binding experiments similar to those performed for FGF23-
αKlotho (Wu et al., 2008). Further studies confirmed this, as well as the importance of 
the C-terminal tails for signalling through βKlotho-FGFR complexes in vitro and in cells 
(Yie et al., 2009, Micanovic et al., 2009, Goetz et al., 2012a). The C-terminal tails of 
FGF19 and FGF21 were demonstrated to be the βKlotho binding site for these FGFs in 
similar experiments to those performed for FGF23 by engineering a chimeric FGF, 
consisting of paracrine FGF2 fused with the C-terminal tail of FGF21, to enable the 
chimeric FGF2 to bind to βKlotho (Goetz et al., 2012b). Lastly, these studies also 
suggested that the C-terminal tails of FGF19 and FGF21 compete for the same binding 
site on βKlotho and bind with variable affinities, implicating the importance of specific 
sequences of the C-terminal tails in determining ternary complex formation. This also 
suggests that FGF19 and FGF21 signalling might compete in vivo in cells in which other 
common components of their cognate signalling complexes are expressed, for example 
in adipocytes. 
 
The role of HS in complexes particularly involving FGF19 has provided substantial 
controversy. Early work suggested that the FGFR4-HS binary complex might be the 
unique, HS-dependent and Klotho-independent receptor for FGF19 (Xie et al., 1999). 
Although a second report suggested that despite FGF19 possibly uniquely binding 
FGFR4, it was unlikely to bind HS based on the analysis of features of the first crystal 
structure of FGF19, discussed further below (Harmer et al., 2004). Several reports have 
shown that although FGF19 signalling is indeed HS-independent, HS might enhance the 
signal (Zhang et al., 2006b, Lin et al., 2007, Wu et al., 2008, Kharitonenkov et al., 2008) 
and some reports have also suggested this for signalling via FGF21 and/or FGF23 
(Zhang et al., 2006b, Suzuki et al., 2008, Wu et al., 2008). However, some of these 
studies were performed in cells in which the FGFRs (and some FGFs) are ubiquitously 
expressed and have used different readouts of activity. Therefore, it could be that HS is 
enhancing a non-endocrine FGF signalling pathway in these experiments, since 
paracrine and endocrine signalling can and do occur in parallel in vivo. Direct binding of 
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FGF19, FGF21 and FGF23 to HS in vitro has clearly demonstrated the low binding 
affinity of these FGFs for HS (Goetz et al., 2007, Asada et al., 2009). It is likely that the 
incorporation of HS in the endocrine signalling complexes could be context dependent, 
and so far its involvement in endocrine signalling has been reported most frequently for 
the FGF19-FGFR4-βKlotho complex. Direct binding and activation experiments 
combined with structural studies with purified ternary complexes are needed to clarify 
the possible role of HS in enhancing the stability of endocrine signalling complexes. 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 4.4 Structural basis for the reduced HS binding affinity of endocrine FGFs compared 
with canonical paracrine FGFs. Comparison of HS binding sites on the crystal structures of 
human endocrine FGFs (FGF19 and FGF23) with a canonical paracrine FGF (FGF2). (a) Crystal 
structure of paracrine FGF2 (pink cartoon) bound to a heparin decasaccharide (shown as sticks 
and coloured grey and by atomic element with nitrogen atoms in navy blue, oxygen in red and 
sulphur in yellow) [PDB: 1FQ9] (Schlessinger et al., 2000). The side chains of HS binding residues 
are shown as sticks and coloured white and the side chains that form most of the hydrogen bonds 
with the heparin decasaccharide are coloured red. Crystal structures of endocrine (b) FGF19 
(blue cartoon) [PDB: 2P23] (Goetz et al., 2007) and (c) FGF23 (orange cartoon) [PDB: 2P39] 
(Goetz et al., 2007) shown in the same orientation as FGF2 in a. Side chains of residues that 
provide residual HS binding affinity are shown as sticks and coloured white, while side chains that 
abrogate residual HS binding affinity when mutated are shown as sticks and coloured red. 
Disulphide bonded cysteines in FGF19 (C58-C70 and C102-C120) and FGF23 (C95-C113) are 
shown in sticks and coloured green. Only one of these disulphide linkages is conserved between 
the two endocrine FGFs. 
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As mentioned above, the crystal structure of human FGF19 has been solved, and by two 
independent groups, yielding two very similar structures (Harmer et al., 2004, Goetz et 
al., 2007). The structures reveal two disulphide bonds (C58-C70 and C102-C120) in 
FGF19, compared to none present in all solved structures of paracrine FGFs (with the 
exception of FGF8, see Figure 1.6b) and only one disulphide bond (C95-C113) in FGF23 
(Figure 4.4c). Additionally, mutagenesis experiments similar to those performed for 
FGF23 (Goetz et al., 2012b) confirmed the residues conferring residual HS binding ability 
in FGF19 compared to paracrine FGFs (Figure 4.4a-b). The implications of the stabilising 
disulphide bonds coupled with the reduced HS binding affinities of FGF19 family 
members have led to the proposal that these two features of endocrine FGFs allow them 
to diffuse away from their sites of production into the circulation to participate in longer 
range signalling as hormones. 
 
4.1.11 γKlotho might also form endocrine signalling complexes 
Very little is known about the roles of γKlotho in FGFR signalling. A single study has 
shown that γKlotho might interact specifically with FGFR1b, 1c, 2c, 3c and 4 (Fon Tacer 
et al., 2010). This study also showed that γKlotho could transduce a signal in the 
presence of FGF19, but not FGF21 or FGF23, and transduction of this signal was 
γKlotho-dependent. More evidence will be needed to elucidate the functional roles of this 
member of the Klotho family in FGF signalling. 
 
4.1.12 Specific interactions between FGFs, FGFRs and Klotho co-receptors 
The FGF23 C-terminal tail was shown to confer high affinity binding to αKlotho-FGFR 
binary complexes, and the C-terminal tails of FGF19 and FGF21 were shown to directly 
bind with high affinity to βKlotho and βKlotho-FGFR binary complexes, discussed in 
detail in sections 4.1.9 and 4.1.10. However, so far there is no information about specific 
FGF or FGFR binding sites on αKlotho and βKlotho. Additionally, limited molecular detail 
has been elucidated regarding the Klotho-FGFR and endocrine FGF-FGFR interfaces 
and the specific sequences involved in their binding interactions. The binding affinities 
for the interactions between FGFR isoforms and Klotho co-receptors have been 
measured in vitro using the ectodomains of each receptor (Table 4.2a). These support 
the possibility of heterodimerisation of these receptors, and thus binary complex 
formation, prior to the addition of ligand to form ternary complexes. 
 
The first structural information to date regarding specific binding interfaces comes from 
a few main studies (Gupte et al., 2011, Wu et al., 2011, Goetz et al., 2012a). The first 
study created chimeric FGFR1c and FGFR4 receptors by exchanging either their D2 or 
D3 domains, demonstrating that the D3 domain provided the specific determination of 
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binding and activation by FGF21 in the presence of βKlotho, while FGF19 activation was 
less affected by swapping of the D3 domains but was slightly affected when the D2 
domain of FGFR4 was removed in exchange for the FGFR1c D2 domain. They went 
further to propose a potential six amino acid sequence in the βC’-βE loop of the D3 
domain of FGFR1c as a potential FGF21 interaction site (residues 318-323, ‘TTDKEM’). 
The second study implicated the N-terminus of FGF19 in binding to FGFR4. The third 
study also mapped a partial Klotho-binding site to residues of the hydrophobic ‘groove’ 
in the D3 domain of FGFR1c (Figure 4.5). This was achieved by demonstrating that 
αKlotho, βKlotho and the paracrine FGF8b could all bind to an FGFR1c ectodomain 
protein comprising the D2-D3 domains, but specific site-directed mutagenesis of 
hydrophobic residues in the D3 domain ‘groove’ (conserved across FGFR1-3 c splice 
isoforms and FGFR4) diminished binding of all three proteins to the FGFR1c protein. 
Furthermore, FGF8b signalling was inhibited in cells in the presence of βKlotho, 
suggesting overlap between the FGF8b and Klotho binding sites on FGFR. This has 
important tissue specific implications is suggesting that paracrine and endocrine 
signalling must complete with each other in tissues in which multiple FGFs, FGFRs and 
Klotho proteins are present. Endocrine signalling might ‘win’ in tissues in which the 
correct combinations of FGFRs and Klotho proteins are expressed, or perhaps highly 
regulated thresholding of levels of expression of the Klotho proteins might play a role in 
modulating signalling. Additionally, a recent study monitoring the effects of excess levels 
of FGF19 and FGF21 in mice suggested the two hormones might compete for binding to 
the βKlotho-FGFR4 complex to exert opposite effects on inhibiting and stimulating bile 
acid synthesis respectively (Zhang et al., 2017a). This study proposed that FGF21 
achieves this through direct inhibition of FGF19 by binding to, but not signalling through, 
the βKlotho-FGFR4 binary complex. This suggests a role for crosstalk between 
endocrine FGFs in regulating metabolism, similar to that observed for FGF8b and 
βKlotho in modulating crosstalk between paracrine and endocrine signalling (Goetz et 
al., 2012a). These studies suggest an additional method of functional regulation of 
endocrine signalling through competition between FGFs for Klotho-FGFR complexes 
and between FGFs and Klotho co-receptors for binding to FGFRs, ultimately mediating 
the output effect on metabolism. However, spatiotemporal expression of different factors 
cannot be ruled out as a possible contributor to the outcome of signalling via these factors 
in vivo, and all these hypotheses remain to be investigated further. 
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Figure 4.5 Location of a potential Klotho binding region in a hydrophobic ‘groove’ in the 
D3 domain of FGFR1c. Crystal structure of the ligand binding region of FGFR1c (D2-D3) shown 
as a surface and coloured red with the hydrophobic ‘groove’ coloured yellow (left panel) [PDB: 
1CVS] (Plotnikov et al., 1999). A close-up view of the D3 domain is shown as a cartoon against 
a surface and coloured red (right panel). The residues that make up the hydrophobic ‘groove’ in 
FGFR1c are shown as sticks against a surface and coloured yellow. Mutations at three residues 
shown to most strongly abrogate binding to αKlotho, βKlotho and FGF8b (Goetz et al., 2012a) 
are labelled in black. Mutations at other residues also shown to perturb binding to αKlotho and 
βKlotho to a lesser degree are labelled in grey. 
 
 
 
A therapeutic antibody has been found to compete with FGF21 for binding to βKlotho, 
and the discontinuous region on the KL1 domain of βKlotho implicated in binding 
encompasses residues 1-80 and 303-522, proposing that the FGF21 binding region on 
βKlotho might be (at least in part) on the KL1 domain (Foltz et al., 2012). It has also been 
proposed that the intracellular C-termini of βKlotho and FGFR1c might provide part of 
their binding interfaces (Ming et al., 2012), however this has not been directly 
demonstrated experimentally and is unlikely due to the very short intracellular domains 
of the Klotho proteins (Figure 4.2 and Table 4.1). Another study has proposed the D1 
domain of FGFR1c as an inherent inhibitor of formation of the FGF21-FGFR1c-βKlotho 
complex, while implicating the N-terminus of FGF21 in binding to the FGFR1c D2-D3 
region (Yie et al., 2012). Further work is needed to define the true and specific interfaces 
between all receptor components of the ternary complexes. 
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4.1.13 Stoichiometry of components of the ternary complexes 
So far, almost no experimental evidence exists defining the composition of the ternary 
signalling complexes with respect to the stoichiometry of proteins within the complexes. 
Three main working models for the functional ternary complexes were proposed, namely 
a 2:2:2, 1:2:1 and a 2:2:1 model of FGF-FGFR-Klotho components (Goetz and 
Mohammadi, 2013, Kilkenny and Rocheleau, 2016). Various studies have proposed 
similar models and some evidence has emerged supporting either the 2:2:2 complex 
(Yie et al., 2012, Comps-Agrar et al., 2015) or the 2:2:1 complex (Ming et al., 2012). It 
has also been suggested that the galectin lattice might play a role in mediating Klotho 
protein availability at the cell surface, particularly for βKlotho which has the most 
glycosylation sites of all Klotho family members (Figure 4.2 and Table 4.1), thus 
modulating complex formation as reviewed in (Kilkenny and Rocheleau, 2016). 
Additionally, the fact that Klotho proteins can bind to FGFRs in the absence of FGF 
ligands suggests that pre-formed Klotho-FGFR heterocomplexes might exist (if only 
transiently) prior to ligand binding, but the possible stoichiometries of such pre-formed 
heterocomplexes has only been partially and indirectly evaluated so far (Figure 4.6a). It 
is likely that all proposed stoichiometric models might exist in different contexts. 
Structural information at the molecular level is therefore much needed to resolve the true 
nature of the stoichiometry of components of the ternary complexes. 
 
4.1.14 Summary of endocrine signalling complexes and interactions 
Several studies have begun to elucidate the compositions and functional significance of 
Klotho-dependent endocrine signalling complexes. These studies have shown that 
signalling via FGF19 and FGF21 is βKlotho-dependent, in combination with different 
possible FGFR isoforms, while FGF23 signalling is αKlotho-dependent and occurs 
mostly through FGFR1c. The importance of FGFR1c and 4 has been rigorously 
confirmed, while the roles of FGFR2c and 3c in endocrine signalling remain to be 
deciphered and are likely context dependent. The predominant modes of action of the 
endocrine signalling complexes believed to be functionally important to date are 
summarised in Figure 4.3. Working models for proposed stoichiometries of the ternary 
complexes are summarised in Figure 4.6b In general, the tissue specific expression of 
Klotho family members and FGFR isoforms in vivo dictates the tissue selectivity and 
context dependence of signalling and metabolic activities of endocrine FGFs. 
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Figure 4.6 Current working models for receptor stoichiometries of endocrine ternary 
signalling complexes, before and after FGF ligand binding. (a) Possible receptor 
stoichiometries at the cell surface for FGFRs and α/βKlotho prior to FGF conjugation. Both FGFRs 
and Klotho co-receptors might exist in equilibrium between monomeric, homodimeric and 
heterodimeric inactive states. Dimeric states might represent ‘primed’ conformations for binding 
to FGFs. (b) Stoichiometries of proposed functional endocrine ternary signalling complexes, 
demonstrating the components of 1:2:1, 2:2:1 and 2:2:2 FGF:FGFR:Klotho complex 
stoichiometries. The role of heparan sulphate in these complexes is unknown and is not shown. 
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4.1.15 Age related pathologies predominantly involving αKlotho 
Overexpression of the αKlotho ectodomain has been shown to suppress ageing and 
extend the lifespan of mice by specifically inhibiting insulin and insulin growth factor 1 
(IGF1) signalling, with no effects on EGFR or PDGFR (Kurosu et al., 2005). αKlotho 
overexpression in breast cancer cell lines first revealed its potential tumour suppressive 
properties (Wolf et al., 2008). It has since been implicated as a tumour suppressor in a 
range of cancers (Zhou and Wang, 2015). αKlotho is often depleted in early stage 
cancers due to epigenetic silencing of the Klotho gene by promoter hypermethylation as 
first shown in cervical carcinoma (Lee et al., 2010) and subsequently in a range of other 
cancers, reviewed in (Mencke et al., 2017). The protective and tumour suppressive roles 
of αKlotho in cancer are increasingly being evaluated (Xie et al., 2013) alongside its 
possible benefits as a biomarker for several diseases (Zhou and Wang, 2015). Similarly, 
βKlotho has independently been suggested to act as a tumour suppressor through 
FGF19-induced apoptosis of hepatoma cells (Luo et al., 2010), although this is in 
contrary to a much larger pool of evidence implicating FGF19 as a mitogen in 
hepatocellular carcinomas (discussed in section 4.1.19). The consequences of αKlotho 
deficiency have been implicated in a range of pathologies including acute kidney injury 
(Hu and Moe, 2012), chronic kidney diseases (Hu et al., 2013, Hu et al., 2012) and 
cancer and fibrosis (Mencke et al., 2017). FGF23 has also been found to be associated 
with chronic kidney disease and cardiovascular diseases (Kovesdy and Quarles, 2016), 
and all this evidence alludes to the FGF23-FGFR1c-αKlotho complex as a therapeutic 
target for several important age-related pathologies. 
 
4.1.16 Germline diseases caused by mutated FGF23 
Congenital gain-of-function mutations in FGF23 lead to the development of autosomal 
dominant hypophosphatemic rickets through stabilisation of the active form of FGF23 
(ADHR Consortium, 2000, White et al., 2001) while loss-of-function mutations lead to 
hyperphosphatemic familial tumoural calcinosis (Benet-Pages et al., 2005, Chefetz et 
al., 2005, Garringer et al., 2008). FGF23 also causes tumour-induced osteomalacia in 
humans (Shimada et al., 2001) and has once been implicated to possibly stimulate the 
progression of prostate cancer (Feng et al., 2015). 
 
4.1.17 Autocrine FGF19 signalling is an oncogenic driver in liver cancers 
It was found that FGF19, but not FGF21, could induce the proliferation of hepatocytes in 
an FGFR4-dependent manner (Wu et al., 2010, Wu et al., 2011). The importance of 
FGF19 in liver regeneration has also been confirmed in mice (Uriarte et al., 2013, Kong 
et al., 2014). The chromosomal locus harbouring the FGF19 gene has more recently 
been found amplified in hepatocellular carcinoma (and relevant liver cancer cell lines) by 
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several studies (Sawey et al., 2011, Guagnano et al., 2012, Kaibori et al., 2016). FGF19 
has also been found to act as a paracrine or autocrine stimulator of proliferation in 
hepatocellular carcinoma (Nicholes et al., 2002, Uriarte et al., 2015), as well as in other 
tumours such as in prostate cancer (Feng et al., 2013), ovarian cancer (Hu and Cong, 
2015) and hepatoblastoma (Elzi et al., 2016). A recent study demonstrated that 
amplification of FGF19 is the oncogenic driver for a subset of hepatocellular carcinoma 
which is dependent on FGF19 signalling via FGFR4 (Sawey et al., 2011). Amplification 
of FGF19 has also been shown to confer sensitivity to targeted FGFR inhibitors in 
specific subsets of liver cancer cell lines, but only when the βKlotho co-receptor and 
FGFR4 are co-expressed (Guagnano et al., 2012, Futami et al., 2017). Another study 
showed that chronic exposure to FGF19 for a year in mice can lead to hepatocellular 
carcinoma formation, but not if the N-terminal residues 23-42 and 50-57 are substituted 
by the corresponding residues of FGF21 (Ge et al., 2012). Together, this work strongly 
implicates the FGF19-FGFR4-βKlotho complex as an oncogenic driver and therapeutic 
target in hepatocellular (and possibly other) carcinomas, particularly for a subset of 
nearly a third of hepatocellular carcinomas which express FGF19, FGFR4 and βKlotho. 
 
4.1.18 Clinical adverse effects involving endocrine FGFR signalling 
Anti-FGFR targeting in the clinic, involving both multi-kinase and FGFR-specific 
inhibitors, has slowly progressed over recent years, as discussed in Chapter 1. Large 
advances have been made to develop potent and specific pan-FGFR inhibitors that 
predominantly target FGFR1-3 (Table 1.4). However, in contrast to multi-kinase inhibitors 
for which clinical toxicity normally involves off-target adverse effects via co-inhibition of 
other RTKs (Dieci et al., 2013, Shah et al., 2013b, Dienstmann et al., 2014, Soria et al., 
2014), it has been widely observed that the adverse side-effects in response to potent 
and specific pan-FGFR inhibitors in pre-clinical tumour models are most commonly due 
to on-target inhibition of endocrine FGFR signalling (Herbert et al., 2014). 
Hyperphosphatemia-mediated tissue calcification is the most common adverse outcome 
in pre-clinical in vivo models due to inhibition of FGF23 signalling (Brown et al., 2005, 
Dieci et al., 2013, Wohrle et al., 2013). It is expected that this and other side-effects will 
present in the clinic in response to FGFR-targeting with the most potent inhibitors, but 
early clinical data suggests that the adverse effects might be manageable and reversible 
by careful management (Nogova et al., 2017, Dienstmann et al., 2014). Better 
understanding of endocrine FGF23 signalling will help to create targeted agents to re-
activate signalling via this crucial pathway during inhibition of oncogenic FGFR signalling 
in the clinic, since adverse side-effects have so far prevented optimal anti-cancer 
targeting due to premature termination or dose reduction of the targeted therapy in the 
case of severe adverse effects (di Martino et al., 2016). 
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4.1.19 Endocrine FGFs as biologic therapeutics and biomarkers 
Involvement of endocrine signalling (predominantly through FGF19 and FGF23) in a 
range of cancers and inherited and metabolic diseases has led to interests in these 
molecules and their ternary signalling complexes as therapeutic targets. However, 
potential safety concerns of targeting FGF19-FGFR4 signalling in hepatocellular 
carcinoma have been emphasised due to possible adverse on-target effects such as on 
bile acid synthesis (Mellor, 2014). Moreover, the potential anti-diabetic, anti-obesity and 
life extending effects of FGF21 (which additionally does not exhibit the mitogenic 
activities seen with FGF19) have arguably fostered the most therapeutic interest in 
developing this hormone as a biologic therapeutic compared to the other two endocrine 
FGFs. One therapeutic antibody for X-linked hypophosphatemia (caused by elevated 
FGF23 levels) is the only endocrine FGF related therapy to date to reach Phase III clinical 
trials. A plethora of patents has been filed covering a multitude of variants and fusions of 
endocrine FGFs, therapeutic antibodies and various other agonists and antagonists as 
context dependent therapeutics. A current selected list of endocrine FGF related 
therapies at various stages of pre-clinical or clinical development is summarised in Table 
4.3. Additionally, the levels of endocrine FGFs have been found to be altered in the blood 
circulation of patients with various metabolic, cardiovascular and oncogenic diseases, 
reviewed in (Itoh and Ornitz, 2011, Itoh et al., 2015). Endocrine FGF levels in patients 
are therefore thought to serve as useful biomarkers for several metabolic, cardiovascular 
and malignant diseases. 
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Table 4.3 Selected endocrine FGF related therapeutics currently in pre-clinical or clinical 
development. mAb – monoclonal antibody, HSA – human serum albumin, PEG – 
polyethylene glycol, NYU – New York University, WMC – Wenzhou Medical College 
 
Name Description Company Reference 
1A6 Anti-FGF19 mAb Genentech (Desnoyers et al., 2008) 
LD1 Anti-FGFR4 mAb Genentech (French et al., 2012) 
U3-1784 Anti-FGFR4 mAb Daiichi Sankyo 
Clinical Trial 
NCT02690350 
sFGFR4 Soluble FGFR4 mimic, dominant negative – (Ezzat et al., 2001) 
BLU9931 
FGFR-paralogue specific 
irreversible anti-FGFR4 small 
molecule  inhibitor 
Blueprint 
Medicines (Hagel et al., 2015) 
NVP-FGF401 Anti-FGFR4 small molecule inhibitor Novartis 
Clinical Trial 
NCT02325739 
BLU-554 Anti-FGFR4 small molecule inhibitor 
Blueprint 
Medicines 
Clinical Trial 
NCT02508467 
H3B-6527 Anti-FGFR4 small molecule inhibitor 
H3 
Biomedicine 
Clinical Trial 
NCT02834780 
FGF21 Native FGF21 – – 
LY2405319 
Aggregation-resistant, improved 
stability FGF21 analogue 
(ΔHPIP, L118C, A134C, 
S167A) 
Eli Lilly (Kharitonenkov et al., 2013) 
FGF21/19 FGF21/19 chimera NYU (Goetz et al., 2012a) 
FGF211-171-WD22 FGF211-171-WD22 avimer Amgen (Smith et al., 2013b) 
Fc-FGF21 
Aggregation-resistant, improved 
stability, long acting FGF21 
analogue (FcIgG1, L98R, P171G) 
Amgen (Hecht et al., 2012) 
PEG-FGF21 PEGylated FGF21 analogues Amgen (Xu et al., 2013) 
PEG-FGF21 PEGylated FGF21 analogue WMC (Huang et al., 2011) 
ARX-618 PEGylated FGF21 analogue Merck (Mu et al., 2012) 
CVX-343 
FGF21 (ΔH1, A129C) 
covalently linked to IgG1κ mAb 
CVX200 
Pfizer (Huang et al., 2013a) 
FGF2/21 FGF2/21 chimera NYU (Goetz et al., 2012a) 
mimAb1 Anti-βKlotho / anti-FGFR1c-βKlotho mAb (FGF21 mimetic) Amgen (Foltz et al., 2012) 
C3201-HSA HSA-coupled FGFR1c-βKlotho bispecific avimer Amgen (Smith et al., 2013a) 
bFKB1 Anti-FGFR1c-βKlotho bispecific agonist mAb Genentech (Kolumam et al., 2015) 
KRN23 Anti-FGF23 neutralising mAb Ultragenyx (Yamazaki et al., 2008) 
FGF23 C-tail FGF23 C-terminal tail peptides NYU (Goetz et al., 2010) 
Klotho-FGF Klotho-FGF fusion peptides Novartis – 
sKlotho variants sKlotho variant polypeptides Novartis – 
F91-8A07 Artificial peptide agonist to FGFR1c-βKlotho Takeda (Sakamoto et al., 2016) 
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4.2 Aims 
 
Deregulated FGFR signalling is implicated in diverse aspects of tumourigenesis (section 
4.1.17 and Chapter 3) and in mediating on-target toxic side effects observed in response 
to treatment with potent and specific FGFR inhibitors in the clinic (section 4.1.18). 
However, despite their importance in modulating these effects, the endocrine sub-axes 
of FGFR signalling have so far been less well-studied than the ‘canonical’ paracrine 
modes of FGFR signalling presented in Chapter 1. Although considerable advances 
have been made in understanding the physiological roles of endocrine FGFR signalling 
in biology and pathophysiology, less is known about the molecular details in terms of 
structures, stoichiometry and protein-protein interactions of the ternary endocrine 
signalling complexes, and there are in fact no atomic structures for any of the Klotho 
proteins. Together, this provides a strong rationale to further study endocrine FGFR 
signalling proteins and complexes from a structural, biophysical and biochemical 
perspective. 
 
This work sought to characterise endocrine FGFR signalling complexes involving 
βKlotho, its cognate ligands FGF19 and FGF21 and FGFR1c from a structural and 
biophysical perspective.  To this end, bioinformatics analyses, homology modelling and 
analyses of existing crystal structures and the literature were used to design constructs 
for protein expression. Methods were then developed and optimised to express and 
purify protein components of the binary and ternary endocrine signalling complexes, and 
to assess the ‘foldedness’ and bioactivity of refolded recombinant proteins. Finally, 
preliminary biophysical experiments were performed to begin to understand the protein-
protein interactions involved in complex formation. This work will inform the rational 
design of therapies already in development for targeting deregulated endocrine FGFR 
signalling in various metabolic disorders and cancer. 
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4.3 Results 
 
4.3.1 Structural bioinformatics analyses of human βKlotho 
As discussed in section 4.1, there is a wealth of existing structural and biochemical 
information available for FGFR1 and little information about some endocrine FGFs. 
However, there is limited biochemical and no structural information available in the public 
domain for any of the full length Klotho proteins or their individual KL domains. Therefore 
to determine potential N- and C-terminal boundaries for βKlotho protein constructs to be 
recombinantly expressed in this work, there was a requirement for some in silico 
predictive structural bioinformatics analyses prior to construct design. A combination of 
tools including multiple sequence alignment, secondary structure prediction and 
homology modelling were utilised for this purpose. This analysis was then compared with 
constructs available commercially and from the literature. 
 
Sequence alignments of the predicted βKlotho KL1 and KL2 domains, as well as several 
other sequence alignments of human, mouse and rat αKlotho and βKlotho protein 
sequences were performed using the online multiple sequence alignment tool Clustal 
Omega (Sievers et al., 2011). It was found that human and mouse βKlotho share 79% 
sequence identity, with their individual KL domains sharing over 80% sequence identity. 
Human αKlotho and βKlotho share just 45% sequence identity, and human βKlotho KL1 
and KL2 domains only share 28% sequence identity (30% for the orthologous mouse 
domains). A Basic Local Alignment Search Tool (BLAST) search (Altschul et al., 1990) 
combined with assessment of the human KLB UniProtKB entry with accession #Q86Z14 
(The UniProt, 2017), and secondary structure predictions including predictions of 
secretion signal peptide and transmembrane regions using online tools SignalP 
(Petersen et al., 2011) and TMHMM (Krogh et al., 2001) helped in defining potential 
domain lengths and boundaries for the individual and combined KL domains. Construct 
boundaries used previously in commercially available recombinant proteins (R&D 
Systems, #5889-KB) and in the literature (Goetz et al., 2012a) were also considered. 
These sequence analyses are summarised in Figure 4.7 and Table 4.4. 
 
Homology models of human βKlotho KL1 and KL2 domains were generated separately 
using different templates due to the low sequence identity and similarity (28% and 36% 
respectively) between these two domains. A cyanogenic β-glucosidase (PDB: 1CBG, 
resolution 2.15 Å) (Barrett et al., 1995) was found to share 40% sequence identity with 
residues 66-505 of the KL1 domain. A cytosolic β-glucosidase, also called Klotho related 
protein (KLrP) (PDB: 2E9M, resolution 1.80 Å) (Hayashi et al., 2007) was found to share 
38% sequence identity with residues 521-967 of the KL2 domain. These two templates 
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Figure 4.7 Summary of secondary structure prediction for human βKlotho. A compilation of 
several secondary structure prediction analyses performed in this work for full length human 
βKlotho (accession #Q86Z14)). Annotations have been displayed on the predicted sequence-
structure output from the Sequence Annotated by Structure (SAS) online tool (Milburn et al., 
1998). A putative signal peptide and transmembrane region are labelled, as predicted using online 
tools SignalP (Petersen et al., 2011) and TMHMM (Krogh et al., 2001). The short cytoplasmic 
domain (see Table 4.1) is also labelled. The predicted KL1 domain is coloured red based on 
sequence homology to β-glucosidases. Putative boundaries of KL1 and KL2 domains predicted 
by a combination of methods (Table 4.4) are marked with black triangles and labelled. Accession 
numbers for entries from the UniProtKB database for other αKlotho and βKlotho sequences used 
for multiple sequence alignments include human αKlotho (#Q9UEF7), mouse αKlotho (#O35082), 
rat αKlotho (#Q9Z2Y9) and mouse βKlotho (#Q99N32). For full details refer to text and see Table 
4.4. 
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Table 4.4 Extracellular βKlotho domain boundary annotations curated using in silico 
bioinformatics tools BLASTP (Altschul et al., 1990), UniProtKB (The UniProt, 2017) using 
accession #Q86Z14 (human KLB), Clustal Omega (Sievers et al., 2011), SAS (Milburn 
et al., 1998), SignalP (Petersen et al., 2011) and TMHMM (Krogh et al., 2001) or from 
expression constructs supplied from a commercial source (R&D Systems) or used in the 
literature (Goetz et al., 2012a). 
 
Source Orthologue Predicted or Expressed? 
KL1 
domain 
KL2 
domain 
BLASTP + UniProtKB Human Predicted 77-508 517-967 
Clustal Omega (multiple 
sequence alignments) 
Human, 
mouse, rat Predicted 73-513 512-972 
SAS (secondary 
structure prediction) Human Predicted 73-508 513-962 
SignalP + TMHMM Human Predicted 53-996 
Commercial (R&D 
Systems, #5889-KB) Human 
Expressed (mouse 
myeloma cell line) 53-997 
Literature Mouse Expressed (HEK 293 cell line) 53-995 
 
 
 
 
generated the best-scoring homology models of KL1 and KL2 domains respectively (see 
section 2.19 for more details). The model structures are overlaid and compared in Figure 
4.8a. The KL1 and KL2 domain models appear structurally similar, despite their 
sequence diversity. They adopt a TIM-barrel fold predominantly consisting of eight 
parallel β-strands surrounded by eight stabilising α-helices forming a central core (Figure 
4.8c), similar to the structures of cyanogenic β-glucosidase and KLrP proteins from which 
the structures were modelled. The α-helices and β-strands alternate along the amino 
acid sequence and are occasionally interrupted by other small α-helix or β-strand 
insertions (Figure 4.8c). From these models, the spatial distribution of the two (KL1) and 
five (KL2) cysteine residues in each KL domain relative to each other (Figure 4.8b) 
suggests that intra-domain disulphide bonding is unlikely to occur. It is difficult to predict 
from these models of individual KL domains whether any of the cysteines might be 
involved in inter-domain or inter-molecular disulphide bonding. Only one cysteine is 
conserved between the KL1 and KL2 domains (C225 in KL1 and C677 in KL2) both in 
sequence alignment and in the structural model, but it is buried in the core structure and 
is not solvent exposed (Figure 4.8b). It is therefore unclear whether it might have any 
functional role such as in inter-molecular dimer formation. 
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Figure 4.8 Homology models of human βKlotho KL1 and KL2 domains. (a) Model of human 
βKlotho KL1 (pink) overlaid with a model of human βKlotho KL2 (cyan) generated using the 
SWISS-MODEL web-based protein structure modelling workspace (Arnold et al., 2006). Two 
different templates were used for each KL domain, each with the highest sequence identity to 
each individual KL domain, selected from searches performed against the template library within 
the SWISS-MODEL workspace. Despite low (28%) sequence identity between the two KL 
domains, the homology models are very similar with an RMSD of 1.153. For full experimental 
details refer to text and see methods section 2.19. (b) Overlay of the same KL1 and KL2 models 
with all cysteine resides depicted as spheres for KL1 (pink) and KL2 (cyan), demonstrating that 
only one cysteine is conserved between the KL1 and KL2 domains (boxed and labelled) whose 
function is unknown. All cysteines within each KL domain are further apart than 2.05 Å (the length 
of a disulphide bond) so intra-domain disulphide bonding is unlikely to occur. However, it is difficult 
to infer putative intermolecular (between βKlotho monomers) or KL1-KL2 inter-domain (within the 
same βKlotho monomer) disulphide bonds from these models. (c) Overlay of the same KL1 and 
KL2 models highlighting their TIM-barrel structural fold. Eight parallel β-strands (blue) are 
surrounded by eight stabilising α-helices (green) forming a central core, with several insertions in 
between. Left and right panels show the same overlay from two different perspectives rotated 
relative to each other by 90° around the horizontal axis as depicted. 
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Based on these combined analyses, it seemed most probable that βKlotho KL domains 
could reasonably be defined by boundaries 73-508 and 513-967 for the KL1 and KL2 
domains respectively, separated by a short KL1-KL2 linker. However, the N-terminal KL1 
boundary appears to be very close to a region of predicted secondary structure (Figure 
4.7). Additionally, the signal peptide is predicted to terminate between residues 52-53, 
therefore it is likely that the true N-terminus of the mature βKlotho protein exists at 
residue 53, supported by the constructs used in the literature (Table 4.4). The C-terminus 
of the extracellular region is predicted to terminate at residue 996. Therefore, based on 
all this information, the construct boundaries for the βKlotho KL1 and KL2 protein 
constructs for bacterial expression in this work were defined as 53-514 and 513-972 
respectively, and as 53-995 for the entire extracellular KL1-KL2 construct. These 
incorporate each entire KL domain surrounded by a few extra linker residues and are 
comparable to constructs produced by commercial sources and used in the existing 
literature. 
 
4.3.2 Bacterial expression constructs: design and expression testing in E. coli 
In order to reconstitute FGFR endocrine signalling complexes in vitro, purification of the 
three components of the ternary protein complexes (FGF, FGFR and Klotho) were 
required. Previous efforts by predominantly one research group have shown that human 
and mouse FGF19, FGF21 and extracellular FGFR1 proteins can be expressed and 
refolded from inclusion bodies produced in E. coli, for example (Plotnikov et al., 1999, 
Harmer et al., 2004, Kharitonenkov et al., 2005, Ryu et al., 2006, Wu et al., 2008, Asada 
et al., 2009, Xu et al., 2009, Yie et al., 2009, Beenken et al., 2012) while other groups 
have chosen to express the endocrine FGF proteins in diverse cellular systems including 
in mammalian, insect and yeast cell lines (Xie et al., 1999, Inagaki et al., 2005, Micanovic 
et al., 2009, Wu et al., 2011, Song et al., 2016). Some attempts have also been made to 
express and/or purify the ectodomains of the human βKlotho (Yie et al., 2009), mouse 
αKlotho (Kurosu et al., 2005, Goetz et al., 2010, Goetz et al., 2012b) and mouse βKlotho 
(Goetz et al., 2012a) proteins from insect or mammalian cells, while others have resorted 
to protein fusions to potentially solubilising modules such as human IgG1 Fc, expressed 
and purified from the conditioned media of CHO cells (Tohyama et al., 2004). 
Extracellular and full length FGFRs have also been previously expressed and purified 
from insect and mammalian cells by some commercial labs. 
 
In order to produce the large amounts of each recombinant protein required for this work, 
a panel of constructs was initially designed for expression testing in E. coli (Table 2.3). 
The basic design of these constructs is shown in Figure 4.9. Each endocrine FGF and 
βKlotho construct was synthetically codon-optimised for expression in E. coli and 
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comprised a PreScission™ protease-cleavable C-terminal 2StrepII-10His tag. Construct 
boundaries for FGFs were defined as the full length mature protein sequences without 
the N-terminal secretion signal peptide, whereas construct boundaries for βKlotho 
domains were determined based on the analyses in section 4.3.1. All constructs were 
also generated with and without a non-native N-terminal secretion signal peptide from E. 
caratovora pectate lyase B (pelB) or human serum albumin (HSA) proteins to test for 
periplasmic expression. The two extracellular FGFR1c constructs were generated using 
standard molecular biology subcloning techniques from a native human full length 
FGFR1c mammalian cDNA construct which was a gift (AstraZeneca). This construct 
comprised a C-terminal FLAG tag, but both subcloned extracellular FGFR1c constructs 
were engineered with the PreScission™ protease-cleavable C-terminal 2StrepII-10His 
tag. Construct boundaries were defined as either the full length extracellular region D1-
D3 without the N-terminal signal peptide, or the previously characterised D2-D3 domain 
construct (Plotnikov et al., 1999). Attempts were also made to subclone some of these 
FGFR1c and βKlotho constructs into the pTriEx™4 vector (Novagen) using a variety of 
different molecular biology techniques but this proved to be challenging and only a few 
constructs could be successfully generated (Table 2.3). For full methods see sections 
2.1 and 2.2.2. 
 
These constructs were then subjected to a series of small scale (2-5 mL) expression 
tests in E. coli C41 (DE3) cells. Additionally, E. coli XL10 Gold cells were employed to 
test for periplasmic expression based on a previously published protocol (Hage et al., 
2015). A variety of expression conditions were tested including different temperatures 
and durations of expression. Harvested cell samples were lysed and separated into 
soluble and insoluble fractions and analysed by SDS-PAGE and immunoblotting. Only a 
few constructs expressed reproducibly and these successful protein expressions are 
shown in Figure 4.10. The human βKlotho KL1 domain expressed well, both in the 
soluble and insoluble fractions, with increasing soluble expression upon lowering of the 
expression temperature down to 15°C (Figure 4.10a, left panels). The KL2 domain 
expressed best at 37°C and in inclusion bodies, with only weak soluble expression at 
lower temperatures (Figure 4.10a, right panels). The longer KL1-KL2 protein only 
expressed at 37°C and in inclusion bodies (Figure 4.10c). FGF19 and FGF21 and both 
lengths of extracellular FGFR1c expressed in inclusion bodies (Figure 4.10b and 4.10d), 
as expected from the literature (mentioned above in section 4.3.2). Expression of FGF19 
was reproducibly lower than FGF21 expression, similar to the expression pattern seen 
for the longer FGFR1c D1-D3 (22-374) compared to the shorter D2-D3 (142-365) 
construct. No periplasmic expression was observed for any of the FGF, FGFR or βKlotho 
constructs in either of the two E. coli strains tested (data not shown). Additionally, some 
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other βKlotho constructs expressed in one expression trial but could not be reproduced 
and so the SDS-PAGE gels and immunoblots are not shown. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 4.9 Bacterial expression constructs: design and nomenclature. Fundamental design 
of human endocrine FGF, FGFR1c and βKlotho constructs designed for E. coli expression. All 
constructs were codon optimised for expression in E. coli and comprised a PreScission™ 
protease-cleavable C-terminal 2StrepII-10His tag (light purple). All βKlotho constructs were also 
generated with and without a non-native N-terminal secretion signal peptide (light grey) from E. 
caratovora pectate lyase B (pelB) or human serum albumin (HSA) to test for periplasmic 
expression. (a) FGF19 (23-216) and FGF21 (29-209) construct boundaries were defined as the 
full length mature protein sequences without the N-terminal secretion signal peptide. (b) FGFR1c 
extracellular domain constructs were prepared as either the full length extracellular region 22-374 
(D1-D3) without the N-terminal signal peptide or the shorter length 142-365 (D2-D3) construct 
which has been used in the literature by several groups since its first use (Plotnikov et al., 1999) 
and comprises the minimal paracrine FGF ligand binding region of FGFRs. (c) βKlotho construct 
boundaries were defined based on the bioinformatics and manual literature mining analyses 
performed in this work (Figures 4.7, 4.8 and Table 4.4) in section 4.3.1. 
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Figure 4.10 Successful recombinant protein expression from bacterial expression tests in 
E. coli. From the panel of bacterial expression constructs generated (Table 2.3 and Figure 4.9) 
those that expressed in E. coli reproducibly in either the soluble (S) or insoluble (IS) fractions from 
overnight expressions at different temperatures are shown here as identified by immunoblotting 
with the indicated anti-5His antibody. The corresponding Coomassie stained SDS-PAGE gels of 
IS fractions for which the recombinant proteins could be easily identified on the gels (proteins 
were normally indistinguishable on gels of S fractions due to the presence of too many proteins 
at the same molecular weights in crude lysates) are also shown for all constructs (upper panels). 
The correct bands on the SDS-PAGE gels corresponding to bands of recombinant proteins 
identified by immunoblotting are marked by asterisks in a and b. Gels and immunoblots shown 
are representative of at least three expression trials for each construct. For full experimental 
details see section 2.3.3. (a) Soluble expression of the βKlotho KL1 domain decreased when the 
expression temperature was increased. Very low levels of soluble KL2 domain could be detected 
at lower expression temperatures, but expression increased at higher temperatures with protein 
instead expressing in inclusion bodies in the IS fraction. (b) Both endocrine FGFs expressed only 
in the IS fraction, as expected from the literature (see section 4.3.2). (c) Expression of the entire 
extracellular region of βKlotho (comprising KL1-KL2 domains, also known as soluble Klotho) 
could only be detected in the IS fraction. (d) The longer length FGFR1c protein (D1-D3) expressed 
less well than the shorter length (D2-D3) construct, and both expressed only in inclusion bodies 
in the respective IS fractions. 
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The KL1 and KL2 domain protein expressions were scaled up to test purification from 
the soluble fractions (using optimal expression temperatures as determined from the 
expression tests, Figure 4.10a) and in parallel to attempt refolding of the inclusion bodies. 
Soluble lysate was purified by affinity and ion exchange chromatography followed by 
analytical SEC. Representative chromatograms and gels are shown in Figure 4.11. Both 
KL1 and KL2 eluted in the void volume as soluble aggregates as a minor species 
alongside various contaminating proteins (Figure 4.11a, upper panel, and 4.11b, two left 
panels). It was not possible to dissociate these aggregates in the presence of high salt 
or reducing agent (Figure 4.11a, lower panel and 4.11b, two right panels). It was decided 
that this was therefore not a practically feasible method to produce recombinant KL 
domain proteins. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 4.11 Purification of individual βKlotho KL1 and KL2 domain proteins from soluble 
expressions in E. coli. (a) Size exclusion chromatography (SEC) chromatograms for the final 
stage chromatographic purification of recombinant KL1 and KL2 domain proteins under normal 
salt (137 mM) and non-reducing buffer conditions (upper panel), and in the presence of high salt 
(1 M NaCl) or reducing agent (1 mM TCEP) for KL1 from a single experiment (lower panel). The 
asterisks label specific peaks and highlight KL protein eluting in the void volume under all buffer 
conditions tested. (b) SDS-PAGE analysis of proteins eluting in the peaks marked by asterisks in 
a, demonstrating the (lack of) purity of KL proteins. On the Coomassie stained gels, bands 
corresponding to KL proteins (based on similar results from pilot experiments, see Figure 4.10a) 
are indicated by matching asterisks to those in a. Chromatograms and gels shown are 
representative of five and four independent large scale purifications performed with soluble E. coli 
extracts of KL1 and KL2 respectively. 
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All inclusion body samples were washed sequentially with three different wash buffers 
prior to denaturation and refolding via several different workflows (Figure 4.12a-b). 
Inclusion body denaturation using 8 M urea was initially attempted but subsequently 6 M 
guanidine hydrochloride was used as the denaturant for all experiments due to its ease 
of use compared to urea, the latter of which is prone to crystallisation, particularly at high 
concentrations. Attempts to refold inclusion bodies for each KL domain protein led to 
precipitation of all protein during various stages of the refolding procedures (data not 
shown). A similar outcome emerged from scaling up and attempting to refold the KL1-
KL2 protein from inclusion bodes (Figure 4.12c). In the case of the FGFR1c proteins, 
refolding of the inclusion bodies appeared to be initially successful up to the stage of the 
Ni2+-NTA affinity chromatography step but all protein degraded during dialysis prior to 
the final SEC step (Figure 4.12d). The refolding conditions tested for all FGFR1c and 
βKlotho constructs in each case are detailed in Table 4.5. Due to the challenging and 
empirical nature of purifying proteins via inclusion body refolding, further experiments 
were not continued via such methods for these relatively large (for refolding) extracellular 
domain proteins following these unsuccessful refolding trials. 
 
 
Table 4.5 Specific refolding conditions tested for βKlotho and FGFR1c inclusion body 
(IB) preparations in this work. All refolding solutions also contained 2 mM L-cysteine and 
0.2 mM L-cystine (disulphide shuffling agents). It should be noted that dilute, low 
denaturing concentrations of guanidine hydrochloride and/or urea (from previous steps 
of IB denaturation and solubilisation) were also present in the final refolding solutions. 
CHAPS: 3-[(3-cholamidopropyl)-dimethylammonio]-1-propanesulphonate, PPS: 3-(1-
pyridinio)-1-propanesulphonate. 
 
Protein Buffer [mM] pH NaCl [mM] Refolding additive 
EDTA 
[mM] 
DTT 
[mM] 
KL1 Tris/ethanolamine [50] 8.0 0 PPS [1 M] 0.1 0 
KL2 
Tris/ethanolamine [50] 8.0 0 PPS [1 M] 0.1 0 
Tris [50] 8.5 100 L-arginine [0.5 M] 0 0 
KL1-KL2 
Tris [100] 8.0 100 PPS [1 M] 0.1 0 
Tris [100] 8.0 100 L-arginine [0.5 M] 0.1 0 
Tris [100] 8.0 100 CHAPS [80 mM] 0.1 0 
FGFR1c 
D1-D3 
HEPES [25] 7.5 150 Glycerol [10%] 0.25 1 
Tris [100] 8.5 100 L-arginine [0.5 M] 0.25 1 
Tris/ethanolamine [50] 8.0 0 PPS [1 M] 0.25 1 
Tris/ethanolamine [50] 7.0 0 PPS [1 M] 0.25 1 
FGFR1c 
D2-D3 
HEPES [25] 7.5 150 Glycerol [10%] 0.25 1 
Tris [100] 8.5 100 L-arginine [0.5 M] 0.25 1 
Tris/ethanolamine [50] 8.0 0 PPS [1 M] 0.25 1 
Tris/ethanolamine [50] 7.0 0 PPS [1 M] 0.25 1 
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Figure 4.12 Inclusion body (IB) preparation, general refolding workflow and preliminary 
refolding trials for βKlotho and FGFR1c. All IBs expressed in E. coli were treated in the same 
way prior to denaturation and refolding. (a) The insoluble (IS) fraction (dark brown) containing IBs 
was sequentially washed with three different buffers to remove different protein and nucleic acid 
contaminants. Washed IBs (light brown) were then solubilised and denatured using guanidine 
hydrochloride (Gdn-HCl) prior to refolding. (b) Schematic representation of the general refolding 
workflow used for all protein IBs. All parameters were empirically determined based on 
observations made during refolding trials. Flexibility in the workflow was crucial for customising 
the method for individual proteins based on variables such as temperature, pH, ionicity and 
viscosity of the refolding solution while trying to minimise protein aggregation and precipitation. 
For full details of refolding conditions tested for βKlotho and FGFR1c, see Table 4.4, and for 
refolding and purification of FGF19 and FGF21 see Figures 4.13 and 4.14. (c) Immunoblots with 
the indicated anti-5His antibody showing the progression of the KL1-KL2 protein through the 
refolding workflow in a (left panel) and following refolding, dialysis, filtration and Ni2+-NTA affinity 
chromatography (right panel) as marked by the single asterisk. All KL1-KL2 protein precipitated 
during the refolding step prior to Ni2+-NTA affinity chromatography, under all three (1-3) refolding 
conditions tested (refolding condition details in Table 4.5). IS – insoluble fraction following E. coli 
lysate clarification, S – soluble lysate following E. coli lysate clarification, W1, W2, W3 – washes 1-
3 as in a, IB – washed IBs prior to solubilisation/denaturation with Gdn-HCl, PPT – refolding 
precipitate removed by filtration following dialysis and prior to Ni2+-NTA affinity chromatography, 
Elu – elution fractions following Ni2+-NTA affinity chromatography. (d) Coomassie stained gels 
representative of at least two independent refolding trials performed for FGFR1c D2-D3 (142-
365) under four (1-4) refolding conditions (details in Table 4.5) demonstrating partially successful 
purification of these proteins (marked by a single asterisk) following the Ni2+-NTA affinity 
chromatography step. All protein then degraded during dialysis prior to the size exclusion 
chromatography (SEC) step. A similar result was obtained with FGFR1c D1-D3 (22-374) which 
expressed more poorly than the D2-D3 construct, so this data is not shown. i – refolded protein 
prior to filtration, ii – refolded and filtered protein prior to Ni2+-NTA affinity chromatography, iii – 
elution fractions following Ni2+-NTA affinity chromatography, iv – dialysed Ni2+-NTA elution 
fractions prior to SEC (not filtered to remove precipitate), v – dialysed and filtered Ni2+-NTA elution 
fractions prior to SEC (precipitate removed). 
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4.3.3 Refolding of endocrine FGFs from inclusion bodies and quality control 
Of all the proteins expressed in inclusion bodies, two which were successfully refolded 
to produce soluble protein were FGF19 and FGF21. A refolding method adapted from 
one used previously to refold FGF19 (Harmer et al., 2004) was employed for both FGF19 
and FGF21. Inclusion bodies were first washed as described above (Figure 4.12a) and 
then subjected to several different refolding trials in parallel (Figure 4.13a). Optimal yields 
of the FGFs required one day under refolding conditions with L-cysteine/L-cystine as the 
disulphide shuffling agents, and overall FGF21 yielded larger amounts of protein than 
FGF19 (Figure 4.13b). The immunoblot in Figure 4.13b also suggested that extra days 
under refolding conditions did not appear to provide any advantage or disadvantage on 
final yields of FGF21, however FGF19 appeared to be less stable and more was lost 
through degradation when longer refolding durations were used. The affinity purification 
step also clearly provided the most efficient separation of FGFs from all other proteins in 
the refolding solution (Figure 4.13c). In contrast, ion exchange chromatography did not 
add any chromatographic benefit to the purification and was therefore eliminated from 
the optimised protocol (data not shown). 
 
From all the various purification ‘routes’ tested in the refolding workflow, the best method 
for both FGFs (that which ultimately produced the largest quantities of refolded, soluble 
protein) is highlighted in Figure 4.13a and detailed in Figure 4.14b. Expression of each 
FGF was then scaled up (Figure 4.14a) and the protein refolded and purified using this 
method. Representative SEC chromatograms and Coomassie stained SDS-PAGE gels 
demonstrating protein purity are shown in Figure 4.14c. Peaks on the chromatograms 
marked with a single asterisk comprised monomeric, soluble FGFs. Peaks marked with 
double asterisks comprised FGFs in soluble dimers or aggregates as well as various 
other protein contaminants. Protein in fractions from both monomer and aggregate peaks 
was separately retained, concentrated and stored until it was required for experiments. 
Figure 4.14c (upper and lower right panels) and 4.14f show the resulting purity of the 
concentrated proteins. 
 
In addition to the two endocrine FGFs, a full length human FGF1 wildtype protein was 
also produced as a control paracrine FGF for further experiments in which FGF19 and 
FGF21 were used. This protein was expressed in E. coli where it expressed abundantly 
in the soluble fraction (unlike FGF19 and FGF21 which only expressed in inclusion 
bodies in the insoluble fraction) and so it was purified from the soluble lysate. The FGF1 
construct design is shown in Figure 4.14d. A single peak was observed on the SEC 
chromatogram and this contained pure, monomeric FGF1 protein, demonstrated using 
SDS-PAGE analysis and immunoblotting (Figure 4.14e-f). 
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Figure 4.13 Refolding trials for FGF19 and FGF21 expressed in inclusion bodies (IBs) in 
E. coli. (a) Schematic representation of the workflow used to test refolding conditions for 
recombinant FGF19 and FGF21 IBs based on a published protocol (Harmer et al., 2004). GSH 
and GSSG (reduced and oxidised glutathione) or L-cysteine and L-cystine (reduced and oxidised 
L-cysteine) were tested as disulphide shuffling agents. Refolding samples were taken after 1 day 
or 7 days under the different refolding conditions (condition ‘routes’ numbered 1-4). Various 
chromatographic steps were tested for the purification, in different orders post-refolding. The 
method found to be optimal for both FGFs is highlighted in the flow diagram (condition 3). (b) 
Immunoblot with the indicated anti-5His antibody showing relative soluble yields of FGF19 and 
FGF21 under various refolding conditions tested (numbered as in a), representative for two 
independent refolding trials performed for all ‘routes’ in the workflow shown. (c) Coomassie 
stained SDS-PAGE gel (upper panel) and corresponding immunoblot with the indicated anti-5His 
antibody (lower panel) showing the efficient separation of His-tagged recombinant FGF19 and 
FGF21 from the refolding solution using affinity (Ni2+-NTA) chromatography. FT and Elu refer to 
the flowthrough and eluate fractions after proteins from the indicated refolding ‘routes’ (numbered 
as in a) were subjected to this chromatographic step. For full experimental details see section 
2.6.4. 
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In order to assess the bioactivity of the refolded recombinant FGFs, a series of cell-based 
activity assays were set up. First, assays were set up to observe the effects of FGFs on 
downstream signalling in 3T3-L1 mouse adipocytes. The adipocytes can be generated 
in vitro from 3T3-L1 pre-adipocyte precursor cells using an established differentiation 
protocol (Zebisch et al., 2012). These adipocytes are known to express both FGFR1 and 
βKlotho upon differentiation, and have been shown to respond to both FGF19 and 
FGF21 in a dose dependent manner (Kurosu et al., 2007, Ogawa et al., 2007, Yang et 
al., 2012). For full experimental details see section 2.12. In a first experiment, cells were 
treated with a single low concentration of each recombinant endocrine FGF and FGF1 
(control). In a second experiment, mini dose response assays were set up whereby cells 
were treated with higher concentrations of each recombinant FGF or additionally with 
commercially available FGF19 and FGF21 (R&D Systems) as further controls. Cellular 
responses to FGFs were recorded in each case by monitoring the level of ERK 
phosphorylation (Figure 4.15a and 4.15c). Concurrently, the differentiation process of 
3T3-L1 pre-adipocytes to mature adipocytes was also followed by observing increased 
ERK phosphorylation over the course of the differentiation process (Figure 4.15b). In 
both the first and second assays the cells responded to FGF1 as depicted by elevated 
ERK phosphorylation, although the dose response was not very apparent at the highest 
concentration of FGF1 tested. In both experiments, there was a small increase in ERK 
phosphorylation for both FGF19 and FGF21 but the responses were not very clear and 
there was no obvious dose response for both the refolded FGFs and surprisingly also for 
the control commercially acquired endocrine FGFs. This assay was also repeated with 
lower concentrations of FGFs but produced similarly disappointing results (data not 
shown). 
 
It was therefore decided to apply circular dichroism (CD) spectroscopy to determine 
whether the recombinant FGFs were correctly folded. This useful biophysical technique 
can provide information about the secondary structural content (and therefore the 
‘foldedness’) of proteins, but cannot report on oligomerisation status or bioactivity. 
Despite this, validation of the ‘foldedness’ of the FGFs following in vitro refolding was 
considered the minimal requirement to proceed with the FGFs in further experiments. 
Based on the analysis of existing atomic structures of human FGF1 (more than 70 
structures in the RCSB PDB, e.g. PDB: 1RG8 and 2ERM) and FGF19 (PDB: 1PWA and 
2P23), these FGFs are expected to be composed of predominantly β-strands and 
unstructured loop regions, with little 310 and α-helical content (Figure 4.16). Therefore, if 
the recombinant FGFs were correctly folded, the resulting CD spectra would be expected 
to display a strong negative peak between the wavelengths at which the primary negative 
peaks for β-strands (218 nm) and unstructured regions (195 nm) would be expected. 
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Figure 4.14 Purification of refolded FGF19, FGF21 and FGF1 proteins. (a) Immunoblot using 
the indicated anti-5His antibody showing the relative expression of FGF19 and FGF21 in bacterial 
inclusion bodies. (b) Details of the final conditions and method developed for refolding of 
recombinant FGF19 and FGF21 based on refolding trials in Figure 4.13. (c) SEC chromatograms 
from the final stage of purification of FGF19 (upper left panel) and FGF21 (lower left panel) 
representative for one and three independent completed protein preparations of FGF19 and 
FGF21 respectively. The single asterisk highlights peaks containing monomeric, soluble FGFs, 
and adjacent Coomassie stained SDS-PAGE gels (upper and lower right panels) show the purity 
of the monomeric proteins. Double asterisks highlight peaks containing FGF protein aggregates 
as well as various other contaminants. Only monomeric protein preparations were used in further 
experiments in this work. (d) Schematic diagram showing construct design for the full length 
recombinant human FGF1 (16-155) protein expressed in this work. The plasmid construct was 
provided by Tom Bunney. Recombinant FGF1 protein expressed in E. coli using this construct 
was found in the soluble fraction (data not shown). (e) SEC chromatogram for the final stage of 
purification of FGF1 (left panel). The protein eluted in a single peak (marked by a single asterisk) 
which contained monomeric protein. SDS-PAGE analysis (right panel) shows the purity of the 
monomeric FGF1 used in further experiments in this work. (f) Coomassie stained SDS-PAGE gel 
(left panel) and corresponding immunoblot with the indicated anti-5His antibody (right panel) 
demonstrating the level of protein purity and degradation observed in purified preparations of 
recombinant FGF1, refolded FGF19 and two independently refolded FGF21 preparations (1 and 
2). Monomer (single asterisk) and aggregate (double asterisks) fractions are shown following 
variable durations of storage of concentrated purified proteins at -80°C. Bands corresponding to 
FGF19 and FGF21 (black asterisk) and FGF1 (red asterisk) are indicated adjacent to the SDS-
PAGE gel and immunoblot images. For full experimental details, see sections 2.6.2 and 2.6.4. 
 
 
 
 
CD scans were measured for each recombinant FGF monomeric protein (protein from 
gels and SEC chromatogram peaks marked with a single asterisk in Figure 4.14c and 
4.14e-f) between 180-300 nm wavelengths. Two refolded and purified samples of 
independently prepared FGF21 proteins were included in the experiment, where they 
are referred to as ‘FGF21’ and ‘FGF21 (2)’. Data were processed and analysed using 
standard CD spectral analysis software and two independent online analysis algorithms 
(for full methods see section 2.20.2). Both analysis methods produced very similar final 
results, so the best quality data between 190-240 nm wavelengths from the better of the 
two analyses are displayed in Figure 4.17a. All four samples of FGFs displayed a strong 
negative peak between 203-206 nm, characteristic of proteins comprising largely a 
mixture of parallel and anti-parallel β-sheet and loop, turn or unstructured regions. The 
small differences in the nature of the negative peak for the two independently prepared 
FGF21 samples suggest an inherent susceptibility to conformational instability over 
different durations of long-term storage of the two protein preparations at -80°C. Overall, 
the CD traces compared well with secondary structural predictions from the published 
FGF atomic structures (Figure 4.16) and with previously published CD traces measured 
for FGF1 and FGF21 (Xu et al., 2012). Based on these results, the recombinant FGFs 
prepared in this work were deemed folded and of sufficient quality for use in further 
experiments. 
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Figure 4.15 Bioactivity assays for refolded FGF proteins. (a) All FGFs activate ERK1/2 
signalling in 3T3-L1 adipocytes, to differing degrees. Differentiated 3T3-L1 adipocytes were 
stimulated with recombinant FGF1, FGF19 and FGF21 (80 ng/mL) for 10 minutes before the cells 
were harvested, lysed and analysed for activation of downstream signalling pathways. 
Immunoblots with the indicated antibodies representative of two repeats from a single experiment 
are shown in the left panel. The results from densitometric analyses performed on these data are 
displayed in the right panel. (b) Increases in ERK1/2 signalling upon differentiation of 3T3-L1 pre-
adipocytes to adipocytes. Differentiation was induced on Day 0, and cells were harvested and 
lysed on the indicated day post-induction of differentiation. Lysates were then analysed for 
activation of downstream signalling pathways using the indicated antibodies and the resulting 
immunoblots are shown. (c) An experiment similar to that in a was performed using higher 
concentrations of all recombinant FGFs as well as commercially obtained FGF19 and FGF21 
(R&D Systems, indicated by single asterisks). Resulting immunoblots are shown (left panel) and 
results from the densitometric analyses performed on these data are presented (right panel). For 
full experimental details, see sections 2.12 and 2.14. 
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Figure 4.16 Comparison of secondary structural composition of FGF1 and FGF19. Overlays 
of two crystal structures from the RCSB PDB for each of (a) human FGF1 [PDB: 1RG8 and 2ERM] 
(Bernett et al., 2004, Canales et al., 2006) and (b) human FGF19 [PDB: 1PWA and 2P23] (Harmer 
et al., 2004, Goetz et al., 2007) shown in cartoon representation and in the same orientation. The 
atomic models are coloured by secondary structure with α-helices (orange), 310 helices (yellow), 
β-strands (blue), turns (green) and loops (purple). The FGFs are composed of predominantly β-
strands and unstructured loop regions, with little 310 and α-helical content. The structures of 
endocrine FGF19 retain the conserved core β-trefoil fold observed in all paracrine FGF structures 
including FGF1. 
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Figure 4.17 Recombinant FGFs are folded and comprise primarily β-strands and 
unstructured / loop regions. Circular dichroism (CD) spectroscopy was employed to assess the 
foldedness of the recombinant FGFs. In each experiment, ten scans for each protein between 
180-300 nm wavelengths, were measured, averaged, reference subtracted and normalised using 
CDtool spectral analysis software (Lees et al., 2004). Some proteins were also scanned in two 
duplicate experiments. Processed data were analysed by multiple algorithms and the highest 
quality results from CDSSTR (Manavalan and Johnson, 1987) with reference dataset SP175 
(Lees et al., 2006) between 190-240 nm wavelengths are displayed. (a) Processed CD scans for 
each recombinant FGF showing experimentally measured values (open red circles) and non-
linear fits (continuous black lines) between 190-240 nm wavelengths. NRMSD values (Mao et al., 
1982) for the fits are displayed in square brackets, showing that data fits for all CD scans are 
robust. (b) Proportional secondary structure assignment for each FGF performed using the same 
algorithm as in a. Specific secondary structure content percentages are annotated around each 
pie chart. For full experimental details, see section 2.20.2. 
 
 
4.3.4 Redesigning FGFR1c and βKlotho constructs for mammalian expression 
As described in section 4.3.2, it was not possible to successfully purify extracellular 
domain constructs of any length tested of FGFR1c or βKlotho from expression in E. coli. 
Extracellular FGFR1c and βKlotho proteins have, however, been overexpressed and 
purified previously from mammalian cells by some commercial labs and academic 
groups, such as FGFR1 from Sf9 insect and HEK 293 cells (OriGene), human βKlotho 
from CHO cells (Yie et al., 2009) and mouse βKlotho from HEK 293 cells (Goetz et al., 
2012a). Therefore the FGFR1 and βKlotho expression constructs were next redesigned 
to test for overexpression in mammalian cell lines. All existing constructs were first 
codon-optimised for expression in mammalian cell systems. Non-membrane bound 
extracellular constructs were designed as fused to either the native (βKlotho) or a non-
native (human CD33) N-terminal secretion signal peptide. The construct boundaries 
were maintained for all FGFR1c and βKlotho constructs generated but this time the focus 
was on the longer βKlotho constructs (KL1-KL2 and full length) rather than the shorter 
length individual KL domain constructs. In addition, a full length native mouse βKlotho 
cDNA construct with a C-terminal fusion to eGFP (mβe) was obtained (Addgene) to add 
to the expression panel. This mouse construct was modified by the addition of an 
engineered protease cleavable C-terminal 6His tag to aid purification (mβTe6H). The 
designs of all mammalian expression constructs generated for this work are listed in 
Table 2.4 and displayed in Figure 4.18. 
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Figure 4.18 Mammalian expression constructs: design and nomenclature. Fundamental 
design of FGFR1c and βKlotho constructs designed for mammalian expression. All human 
constructs (a-b) were codon optimised for expression in mammalian cells and comprised a TEV 
protease-cleavable C-terminal 2StrepII-10His tag (pink). Non-membrane bound extracellular 
constructs were also generated with the native (βKlotho, green) or a non-native (human CD33, 
orange) N-terminal secretion signal peptide. (a) Human FGFR1c extracellular domain constructs 
boundaries were the same as those used for bacterial expression. (b) Human βKlotho construct 
boundaries were the same as those used for the bacterial expression but with a focus on the 
longer KL1-KL2 constructs and the full length protein. (c) A full length mouse βKlotho cDNA 
construct with a C-terminal fusion to eGFP (mβe) was obtained (Addgene). A TEV-protease 
cleavable C-terminal 6His tag (bright red) was added to aid purification (mβTe6H). For full 
experimental details, see section 2.2.2 and refer to Table 2.4 for further construct information. 
 
 
These constructs were then put through a series of small scale (10 mL) expression tests, 
by transiently expressing the proteins first in FreeStyle™ 293F cells and later in 
Expi293F™ and CHO-EBNA GS cells. Samples of whole cells and media were analysed 
for each expression. Samples were taken every day for 3-4 days post-transfection for 
FreeStyle™ 293F expression tests. Samples were taken at 3 days (for proteins expected 
to be intracellularly expressed) and 7 days (for proteins expected to be secreted into the 
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medium) post-transfection for Expi293F™ and CHO-EBNA GS expression tests. 
Representative results for all constructs with observable expression are summarised in 
Figure 4.19. In FreeStyle™ 293F cells, the longer length FGFR1c D1-D3 protein was 
reproducibly secreted in large quantities into the medium, while the shorter length 
FGFR1c D2-D3 protein was also secreted into the medium but in lower quantities and 
less reproducibly (Figure 4.19a). In Expi293F™ and CHO-EBNA GS cells a similar 
pattern of secretion and reproducibility was observed for these two proteins, one of which 
could be expressed in both cell types and from two different expression vector 
backbones (Figure 4.19b). Disappointingly, none of the human βKlotho proteins could 
be detected in either cells or media in any expression tests performed in FreeStyle™ 
293F cells (data not shown). Very little mβTe6H expression could be detected in these 
cells (Figure 4.19d). Some of the human and mouse βKlotho proteins were detected in 
expression tests in Expi293F™ and CHO-EBNA GS cells, however those expected to 
be secreted into the medium were detected intracellularly (Figure 4.19d and 4.19f). 
Additionally, an experiment performed in Expi293F™ cells co-transfected with the 
FGFR1c D1-D3 construct and one of the βKlotho KL1-KL2 constructs revealed that while 
co-expression appeared to reduce the production of secreted FGFR1c, larger quantities 
of βKlotho KL1-KL2 could be detected in the co-transfected cells, albeit still not secreted 
into the medium as should be expected (Figure 4.19e). Preliminary attempts were made 
to extract and purify all these visibly expressing extracellular KL1-KL2 and FL βKlotho 
proteins from cell lysates but this proved to be challenging and none of the proteins could 
be extracted into the soluble fraction from these samples (Figure 4.19g). Purification of 
the abundant extracellular FGFR1c proteins was successful, and is detailed in section 
4.3.5. 
 
Little expression of the full length human and mouse βKlotho proteins could also be 
detected in both Expi293F™ and CHO-EBNA GS cells (Figure 4.19f). However, it was 
not possible to extract these proteins into the soluble fraction for purification using 
standard extraction methods (Figure 4.19g). It was hypothesised that suspension cells 
might not provide an optimal environment to express these membrane proteins. To 
determine whether this might be the case, expression of both the mβe and the mβTe6H 
constructs was tested in HEK 293T cells and followed by monitoring the green 
epifluorescence of the C-terminal GFP fusion tag. In these cells, both mouse βKlotho 
constructs were expressed and the proteins appeared to localise to the plasma 
membrane as expected (Figure 4.20a-b). This promising result led to a medium-scale 
expression trial of mβTe6H in these cells, followed by a detergent extraction of the 
membrane protein using a Triton X-100 based chemical lysis similar to that used for all 
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Figure 4.19 Successful recombinant protein expression from mammalian expression tests 
in HEK 293F and CHO cells. From the panel of mammalian expression constructs generated 
(Table 2.4 and Figure 4.18) those that expressed from FreeStyle™ 293F (F293F), Expi293F™ 
(E293F) or CHO-EBNA GS (CHO-EG) suspension cells are depicted here by immunoblotting 
using the indicated antibodies. Cells were transiently transfected on Day 0 and samples were 
taken 1-7 days post-transfection. Transfection of E293F and CHO-EG cells was performed at 
AstraZeneca using their cell lines under the supervision of David Fisher. Secreted protein 
expression was analysed in conditioned media (Med) while intracellular protein expression was 
analysed in whole cell lysates (Lys) comprising both soluble (S) and insoluble (IS) fractions. 
Numbering of constructs is as in Table 2.4 and Figure 4.18. In all anti-KLB immunoblots, the lower 
molecular weight band detected in E293F samples (at approximately 100 kDa) corresponds to a 
non-specific band (validated by probing a non-specific lysate with the anti-KLB antibody, data not 
shown). (a) Secreted expression for FGFR1c constructs from F293F cells with samples taken 1-
4 days post-transfection. Immunoblots show results from two out of three independent expression 
tests for each construct, demonstrating the reproducibility of expression of the D1-D3 construct 
(45) while the D2-D3 construct (46) only expressed in two out of three expression tests. (b) 
Expression of all FGFR1c constructs from E293F and CHO-EG cells with samples taken 7 days 
post-transfection. (c) Expression of all human βKlotho extracellular constructs from E293F and 
CHO-EG cells with samples taken 7 days post-transfection. (d) Expression of mouse full length 
βKlotho constructs from F293F cells with samples taken 1-2 days post-transfection. (e) Co-
expression of human FGFR1c and βKlotho constructs F1 and K3 (this transfection was performed 
at AstraZeneca by David Fisher) from E293F cells with samples taken 3 days post-transfection. 
(f) Expression of human and mouse full length βKlotho constructs from E293F and CHO-EG cells 
with samples taken 3 days post-transfection. (g) The mβe, 41 and K3 Lys samples from E293F 
and CHO-EG cells were further separated into S and IS fractions to test extraction and purification 
for each protein. The non-specific band was found in the S fraction while the Klotho bands were 
found in the IS fraction. The immunoblots show results for mβe, representative for S/IS 
separations of all three proteins. For full experimental details, see section 2.17 and refer to Table 
2.4 for construct information. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
other proteins in this work. The protein was only partially extracted into the soluble  
fraction by this method and the resulting solubilised protein proved challenging to purify 
further (Figure 4.20b, right panel). To further optimise the purification procedure, a 
detergent screen was performed to determine if the protein could be better extracted 
using a different detergent (Figure 4.20c). Promising preliminary data emerged from this 
screen, as all the detergents screened performed better at mβTe6H extraction than 
Triton X-100, with the non-ionic detergent n-decyl-β-D-maltopyranoside (DM) providing 
the best extraction. Further experiments using these detergents, and possibly their 
combinations, to extract βKlotho proteins might eventually lead to success in purifying 
this challenging protein from HEK 293 cells. 
 
 
178 
 
 
 
 
Figure 4.20 Extraction of GFP-tagged mouse βKlotho expressed in HEK 293T cells. HEK 
293T cells were transiently transfected with each GFP-tagged mouse βKlotho construct and 
expression was monitored visually by green epifluorescence microscopy and biochemically by 
immunoblotting using the indicated antibodies over a 48 hour time period. Scale bars represent 
62.5 μm. BF – brightfield, GFP – green fluorescence protein (green epifluorescence). (a) Cells 
transiently transfected with the mβe construct (or a non-transfected control) for 24 or 48 hours 
showed mβe expression through green epifluorescence (left panel) and immunoblotting of whole 
cell lysates (WCL) with the indicated antibodies (right panel). (b) Cells transiently transfected with 
the mβTe6H construct (or a non-transfected control) for 24 or 48 hours showed mβTe6H 
expression through green epifluorescence (left panel) and immunoblotting of WCL, S and IS 
fractions with the indicated antibodies (right panel). Results are representative of four 
independent experiments. (c) Detergent screen for solubilisation of mβTe6H expressed in the 
insoluble (IS) fraction. Solubilised mβTe6H was detected by immunoblotting using the indicated 
antibodies. CHAPS – (3-((3-cholamidopropyl)-dimethylammonio)-1-propanesulfonate), Cymal-5 
– 5-cyclohexyl-1-pentyl-β-D-maltoside, DM – n-decyl-β-D-maltopyranoside, DDM – n-dodecyl-β-
D-maltoside, OG – octyl glucoside, SDS – sodium dodecyl sulphate. For full experimental details, 
see sections 2.10 and 2.14. 
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4.3.5 Purification of FGFR1c proteins 
As demonstrated in section 4.3.4, extracellular FGFR1c proteins can be recombinantly 
expressed in suspension mammalian cells (Figure 4.19a-b). The longer length FGFR1c 
D1-D3 protein was abundantly secreted from all three cell types tested, whereas the 
shorter length D2-D3 protein was less robustly expressed. Attempts to purify the D2-D3 
protein proved challenging and due to the lower yield of this protein further purification 
was not attempted from the small-scale expression tests (data not shown). However, the 
more-physiologically relevant FGFR1c D1-D3 proteins were all successfully purified from 
all expression test media samples using a combination of affinity chromatography and 
SEC (detailed methods in section 2.18). SEC chromatograms, Coomassie stained SDS-
PAGE gels and immunoblots used to demonstrate protein purity are shown in Figure 
4.21. Protein purified from CHO compared to 293F cells ran at a slightly higher molecular 
weight on the gels, possibly revealing different glycosylation states of protein produced 
by the two cell types. Expression in the Expi293F™ cell line yielded the largest quantities 
of FGFR1c protein at 60 and 130 mg/L (respectively from pcDNA3.1 and pEBNAZ 
expression  vector backbones), while the FreeStyle™ 293F cells yielded 30 mg/L and 
CHO-EBNA GS cells yielded  45 mg/L. The sheer abundance of these proteins facilitated 
their successful purification from just 10 mL expression cultures. All four FGFR1c D1-D3 
protein preparations were estimated from SDS-PAGE analysis to be more than 95% pure 
(Figure 4.21b) and suitable for use in further experiments. 
 
4.3.6 Preliminary characterisations of endocrine FGF-FGFR1c binary complexes 
To begin to understand the protein-protein binding interactions involved in endocrine 
FGFR signalling complexes, initial characterisations of the endocrine FGF-FGFR1c 
binary complexes were performed using biophysical methods. As it was not possible to 
purify any βKlotho proteins to completion, no in vitro binding experiments could be 
performed in this work to characterise the FGF-FGFR1c-βKlotho ternary signalling 
complexes. The binary heteromeric complexes formed between FGF19-FGFR1c and 
FGF21-FGFR1c, prepared with recombinant proteins purified in this work, were analysed 
to begin to elucidate their binding affinities and thermodynamic and kinetic properties. 
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Figure 4.21 Purification of FGFR1c proteins. (a) Overlay of size exclusion chromatography 
(SEC chromatograms for the final stage of purification of all four recombinant FGFR1c D1-D3 
proteins expressed in mammalian suspension cell lines. A single asterisk highlights the peak 
containing monomeric, soluble FGFR1c protein for each preparation. (b) Purified FGFR1c 
proteins from the SEC peaks marked by a single asterisk in a from expression in all four 
mammalian cell lines visualised by Coomassie stained SDS-PAGE analysis. From this analysis, 
protein was estimated to be more than 95% pure. (c) Immunoblotting using the indicated 
antibodies on the same purified protein samples as in b. For full experimental details see section 
2.18. 
 
 
One of the best methods to study such biophysical properties is isothermal titration 
calorimetry (ITC). This technique can report on all parameters of binding interactions 
concurrently and in a single experiment, such as affinity, enthalpy, entropy and 
stoichiometry of binding of biomolecules in their native label-free state in solution. ITC 
measures the heat transfer during binding by gradually titrating one binding partner into 
the other in solution, providing a thermodynamic profile of the binding interaction. For 
these reasons, ITC was employed as a starting point for quantitatively characterising 
these protein-protein interactions. The MicroCal™ iTC-200 instrument (Malvern) was 
used for these experiments. FGF1 and FGF21 ligands were independently titrated into 
FGFR1c in the sample cell in two independent experiments each. Unfortunately, it was 
not possible to measure heats of interaction for either of the FGF ligands in the single 
buffer and at the single temperature (25°C) tested, despite a contrived fit attempted for 
FGF1 (Figure 4.22). It was thought that optimising these experiments further might 
consume too much protein sample, of which the FGFs were particularly challenging to 
prepare. Therefore, a different approach was considered instead. 
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Figure 4.22 Isothermal titration calorimetry (ITC) experiments were unsuccessful for the 
interrogation of FGF-FGFR binary complex interactions. Pilot ITC experiments performed 
using FGFR1c and a ten-fold molar excess of recombinant FGF ligands (a) FGF1 or (b) FGF21 
were largely unsuccessful for probing the binding interactions between these proteins using the 
single reaction buffer and temperature tested. For full experimental details, see section 2.20.3. 
 
 
 
Previous attempts have been made to characterise FGF-FGFR1c-βKlotho interactions 
using surface plasmon resonance (SPR) experiments (Goetz et al., 2012b), albeit using 
the shorter FGFR1c D2-D3 protein rather than the longer and more physiologically 
relevant FGFR1c D1-D3 protein prepared in this work. In order to determine whether it 
was possible to reproduce these data, preliminary SPR experiments were performed 
with FGFR1c D1-D3, FGF19 and the two independent preparations of FGF21 prepared 
in this work. The Biacore™ T200 system (GE Healthcare) was used for the experiments. 
Each FGF was immobilised (using the C-terminal 10His tag) on three out of four flow 
cells of an NTA sensor chip, leaving the first flow cell empty as a reference cell to record 
background response including non-specific binding of FGFR1c D1-D3 (the analyte) to 
the chip surface. Different concentrations of analyte were then flowed simultaneously 
over each flow cell using a flow rate of 30 μL/min. Representative sensorgrams and 
equilibrium dissociation constant (KD) values for each interaction are shown in Figure 
4.23. The maximum response (Rmax) for all active flow cells was lower than expected 
based on the levels of FGFs immobilised (Table 4.6) suggesting that the FGFs were only 
partially or heterogeneously active. A decrease in response was observed at the end of 
each analyte injection period (particularly at higher analyte concentrations) which is likely 
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due to analyte protein sticking to the microfluidics. To minimise inaccuracy, the steady 
state response values used to calculate KD values were taken at 90 seconds post-
injection of analyte. Although it was possible to determine preliminary KD values for the 
FGF-FGFR interactions from these pilot data, it was not possible to fit the data to any 
kinetic model within the Biacore™ T200 evaluation software. This might be due to FGF 
ligand heterogeneity or possibly due to transient homodimerisation of FGF and/or 
FGFR1c analyte proteins in addition to FGF-FGFR heterodimerisation. The KD values 
measured here were two orders of magnitude lower than those determined previously 
(Figure 4.23 and Table 4.6), although the FGFR1c construct used to assess binding in 
this work is longer by an entire Ig-like domain than the FGFR1c protein used in the 
previous study which lacks the D1 domain (Goetz et al., 2012b). Although early evidence 
proposed roles for the D2 and D3 domains in binding to the endocrine FGFs, this was 
proposed following experiments performed using FGFR proteins lacking the D1 domain, 
and therefore the potential importance of the D1 domain in binding to endocrine FGFs 
cannot be ruled out. Perhaps the preliminary KD values measured here (Figure 4.23 and 
Table 4.6) do indeed suggest a putative role for the FGFR D1 domain in conjugation of 
FGFs within the endocrine ternary complexes, but need to be directly compared with KD 
values measured with the D2-D3 protein as well to confirm this. These pilot data provide 
a useful starting point to further probe these interactions. Further optimisations of these 
experiments will provide more accurate information about the true binding affinities and 
kinetics involved in binding of the endocrine FGFs to FGFR1c. This will help to begin 
characterisation of the protein-protein interactions involved in the binary and ternary 
FGFR endocrine signalling complexes. 
 
 
 
 
Table 4.6 Comparison between preliminary equilibrium dissociation constants (KD) for 
endocrine FGF-FGFR binary interactions measured by surface plasmon resonance 
(SPR) in this work (± standard error) and by a similar study. Other SPR parameters from 
the preliminary experiments in this work are also reported. RU – response units. 
 Goetz et al., 2012 hFGFR1c (142-365) 
This work 
hFGFR1c (22-374) 
Immobilised 
FGFs (RU) 
Rmax 
(RU) 
KD FGF19-hFGFR1c 1.91 µM 68.1 ± 2.1 nM 12.6 6.4 
KD FGF21-hFGFR1c 2.52 µM 
53.8 ± 2.2 nM 13.9 13.7 
44.0 ± 2.1 nM 9.4 12.4 
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Figure 4.23 Surface plasmon resonance (SPR) experiments provide preliminary binding 
affinities for the endocrine FGF-FGFR binary interactions. Preliminary SPR experiments were 
performed by immobilising recombinant (a) FGF19, (b) FGF21 and (c) FGF21 (2) on three flow 
cells of an NTA sensor chip (Table 4.6) using their C-terminal 10His tags, leaving the first flow 
cell empty to serve as a reference flow cell. Recombinant FGFR1c (from F293F cells, Figure 4.21) 
at increasing concentrations between 0-250 nM (purple – red traces) was then flowed over the 
flow cells and responses recorded. Sensorgrams (left panels) and steady-state responses used 
to calculate the equilibrium dissociation constants (KD) (right panels) are shown and are 
representative of two independent experiments performed under slightly different buffer 
conditions (0.05% and 0.005% Tween® 20). The KD values ± standard error calculated from the 
non-linear fits are indicated. Data were analysed using the Biacore™ T200 software (Biacore). 
For full experimental details, see section 2.20.4. 
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4.4 Discussion 
 
A wealth of research into the canonical modes of paracrine FGFR signalling has shed 
light on its importance in all aspects of developmental and metabolic homeostasis. 
However, the endocrine sub-axes of FGFR signalling have been much less well 
researched, particularly from a biochemical and structural perspective. Therefore, 
despite the importance of these signalling complexes in regulating a number of vital 
metabolic processes and malignant outcomes, a lot of molecular-level information linking 
structure to function is currently lacking. This information is required to elucidate the 
molecular mechanisms by which the Klotho co-receptor family play a role in both normal 
and deregulated FGFR signalling. This will inform the design of endocrine FGF biologic 
drug candidates and anti-endocrine FGF therapeutics currently in pre-clinical and clinical 
development for the treatment of metabolic diseases and cancer. 
 
In this chapter the foundations have been laid to investigate endocrine FGFR signalling 
complexes from a structural, biophysical and biochemical perspective. There was a focus 
on investigating the sub-axes of signalling complexes involving the most important 
FGFR, FGFR1c, with its co-receptor βKlotho and the cognate ligands to their binary 
complexes, FGF19 and FGF21. Combinations of bioinformatics and literature searching 
methods were used to determine construct lengths for the production of expression 
competent constructs for all three protein components of the ternary complexes. In vitro 
experiments were employed to begin to establish analytical routes to study these protein 
complexes further. The experimental part of this work proved to be very challenging, 
involving a lot of method development as well as optimisation of previously published 
protocols which often omit the detailed experimental methods needed to reproduce them. 
This work progressed from the difficult molecular biology stages to preliminary 
biophysical characterisations of binary complexes with two out of three purified 
components of the ternary signalling complexes. Robust methods to express and purify 
these two components have been presented, and progress was made in recombinantly 
producing human βKlotho proteins from E. coli and mammalian cells. The most 
encouraging results for production of the larger extracellular proteins came from 
expression tests in mammalian cells, which have been less commonly used in the 
literature to produce these recombinant proteins for in vitro studies. Several methods 
and experiments that proved unsuccessful with these materials can be ruled out for 
future research involving these complexes. In this section, both the technical and 
theoretical implications of this work will be discussed in more detail. 
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4.4.1 Bioinformatic analyses used to guide experimentation and drug discovery 
There is a complete lack of structural information available for all Klotho proteins and any 
of the individual KL domains. This could be because, as in this work, the Klotho KL 
domains and longer Klotho proteins proved challenging to produce recombinantly in 
terms of cDNA manipulation, molecular biology and stages of protein overexpression 
and purification. Structural information of the extracellular Klotho domains would aid in 
the rational design of endocrine FGF related therapeutics for the treatment of several 
diseases including diabetes, obesity, cancers and genetic diseases (see section 4.1). To 
alleviate some of the structural challenges, a combination of sequence analyses, in silico 
modelling approaches and comprehensive literature searching were undertaken for 
βKlotho and its individual KL domains in order to inform experimental planning. Multiple 
sequence alignments, secondary structure prediction tools and homology modelling 
based on the most closely related protein structures available in the RCSB PDB provided 
a useful starting point to determine probable KL domain boundaries and therefore protein 
construct boundaries for recombinant expression. The low degree of sequence 
conservation between KL1 and KL2 domains, despite a high degree of apparent 
structural similarity, made boundary selection challenging. Evaluation of βKlotho proteins 
expressed and purified by others (Table 4.4) coupled with multiple bioinformatics 
analyses proved most useful in helping to define the lengths of KL domain proteins 
expressed in this work. Further fine-tuning of the construct boundaries might help to 
improve soluble yields of the individual KL domain proteins; this remains to be tested 
experimentally. Nevertheless, the fact that some degree of expression and purification 
was possible for both KL1 and KL2 domain proteins might suggest that more stringent 
chromatographic purification will eventually lead to the production of purer protein 
preparations. This might also facilitate resolution of the protein aggregation problem or 
alternatively, detergent screening during protein extraction (similar to that performed for 
the full length mouse βKlotho) might help identify different routes to purify these proteins 
to a final soluble and non-aggregated state. 
 
The homology models of the βKlotho KL1 and KL2 domains generated in this work 
provided valuable information about expected secondary and tertiary structure of these 
experimentally structurally uncharacterised domains. This was useful in developing 
protein purification methods and will complement future experimental structural studies. 
The models can be used to aid the design of site-directed mutagenesis experiments to 
elucidate KL domain function and probe inter-protein binding interfaces. The models are 
also very similar to models created recently for the αKlotho KL1 domain (Wright et al., 
2017) and part of the βKlotho KL1 domain (Ming et al., 2012) adding a level of validity in 
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using these models to inform structure-based design of βKlotho related therapeutics in 
a case where atomic structures might be challenging to obtain. 
 
Sequence divergence of the two βKlotho KL domains might suggest that each KL domain 
has sequence specific roles, for example in ligand binding or dimerisation. Therefore 
although the primary aims of this work were to reconstitute the entire extracellular (or full 
length) endocrine signalling complexes, it was interesting to additionally prepare proteins 
of each individual KL1 and KL2 domain with the aims of elucidating their potential roles. 
Although optimisations are still required to purify soluble monomeric versions of these 
recombinant proteins (discussed above), the basis for expression and purification from 
E. coli has been established in this work. Additionally, secretion of these KL domains 
from mammalian cell systems should be considered to produce sufficient protein as 
required for structural and biophysical experiments. This was done recently to 
recombinantly produce a secreted splice variant of the αKlotho KL1 domain (Wright et 
al., 2017), although the authors gave no indication of the final protein yields from 
expression in HEK 293 cells. With sufficient protein, further work might then try to define 
the roles of each KL domain in binding to FGFs, FGFRs and possibly in βKlotho 
homodimerisation, if this occurs (currently unknown). Paired with in silico protein-protein 
docking, site-directed mutagenesis and solvent exclusion studies (such as using 
hydrogen-deuterium mass spectrometry or nuclear magnetic resonance experiments), it 
should soon be possible to define the specific sequences involved in the interactions of 
the ternary complexes. Simple native PAGE or analytical SEC experiments could also 
be used to assess the ability of each KL domain to dimerise with other KL domains and/or 
FGFs and/or FGFRs. 
 
Another debate that remains unresolved concerns the implied β-glucuronidase and α2,6-
sialidase enzymatic activities of the KL domains (Chang et al., 2005, Tohyama et al., 
2004, Cha et al., 2008) despite these domains lacking crucial catalytic aspartates needed 
for glycosyl hydrolase activity (Figure 4.2). A recent study suggested that a secreted 
version of the αKlotho KL1 domain may be sufficient for binding to α2-3-sialyllactose 
(Wright et al., 2017). This adds to the range of substrates implicated in being bound 
and/or metabolised by Klotho proteins. It might also exemplify the possibility of sequence 
specific roles for the different KL domains. Indeed, KL domains from different Klotho 
family members might target diverse and context-dependent substrates depending on, 
for example, tissue specific expression. An example from within the β-glucosidase type 
I family comes from the S. alba myrosinase. This enzyme is a β-glucosinolase but one 
of the two essential glutamate residues conserved across the rest of the β-glucosidase 
type I family has been replaced by glutamine in the myrosinase (Burmeister et al., 1997). 
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Instead, this enzyme has a modified function as an S-glycosidase (instead of an O-
glycosidase) and catalyses its substrate with the help of an ascorbate co-factor that 
replaces its need for the ‘missing’ catalytic aspartate (Burmeister et al., 2000). Similarly 
for the KL domains, sequence variation of the catalytic aspartates may indeed have 
altered putative enzymatic activities of the KL domains. Alternatively, combined with the 
existence of multiple putative glycosylation sites on the Klotho proteins (Figure 4.2 and 
Table 4.1), the deviation of catalytic residues from consensus sequences could have 
important implications for cell surface signalling whereby binding to various carbohydrate 
moieties might play vital roles in determining the tissue specificity of Klotho related 
signalling, without the necessity for carbohydrate catabolic activities. High-throughput 
screening of carbohydrates for their ability to bind Klotho proteins or individual KL 
domains, coupled with in silico docking studies using different carbohydrate moieties and 
the homology models produced in this work, should help to narrow down possible 
candidates for further testing in quantitative in vitro enzyme-substrate metabolic activity 
assays. This, combined with future structural information, should help to resolve this 
currently open question. 
 
4.4.2 Refolding inclusion bodies: an empirical method of ‘last resort’? 
Attempts were made to refold both endocrine FGFs and FGFR1c proteins expressed in 
inclusion bodies in E. coli in this work. Despite closely following what was available of 
published protocols (see section 4.3.2), it proved to be challenging to produce sufficient 
amounts of folded FGFR1c protein via such methods. Refolding proteins from inclusion 
bodies might be an empirical method of ‘last-resort’ which can be employed successfully 
for proteins such as relatively small growth factors and even FGFs, as reported above, 
but has proved difficult with larger proteins. In this work, the problems incurred with trying 
to refold FGFR1c proteins led to attempts to express them using secretion from 
mammalian expression systems. All suspension mammalian expression systems tested 
in this work yielded large quantities of soluble, non-aggregated FGFR1c protein. In fact, 
superior expression was observed for the longer length extracellular FGFR1c protein via 
these methods in terms of both yield and quality of the protein; this is the more 
physiologically relevant construct compared to the shorter length D2-D3 protein used in 
the majority of previous structural studies and binding experiments in the literature 
(section 4.3.2). Mammalian systems are rapidly gaining popularity for protein 
overexpression, even for structural studies, perhaps because the relative length of time 
and costs involved compared to bacterial expression systems might be worthwhile if the 
ultimate rates of success in robust protein production are higher. These potential benefits 
remain to be evaluated including for the proteins produced in this work. Additionally, for 
biochemical and biophysical experiments using human proteins, recombinant proteins 
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produced in mammalian cells are more likely to be natively or near-natively post-
translationally modified, including glycosylation or smaller chemical modifications such 
as phosphorylation or acetylation. Modifications such as glycosylation can be crucial for 
protein function and intra- and inter-complex interactions of the ternary signalling 
complexes being investigated in this work, as both FGFRs and Klotho proteins have 
several glycosylation sites on their extracellular domains (see Figure 4.2 and Table 4.1 
for Klotho glycosylation information) with mostly uncharacterised specific functions. 
Glycosylations might be crucial players in mediating tissue-specific functions of FGFR 
endocrine signalling complexes, including in metabolic tissues and in specific cancers. 
 
4.4.3 Evaluation of quality control of refolded proteins 
When refolding proteins from denatured inclusion bodies, it is vital to demonstrate that 
the final purified protein is correctly folded, homogeneous, and bioactive. Successfully 
demonstrating bioactivity would imply that protein is also correctly folded. Therefore cell-
based assays were developed to test the bioactivity and indirectly the ‘foldedness’ of the 
FGFs produced in this work. The 3T3-L1 adipocytes used were cultured and 
differentiated using an established protocol with slight modifications (Zebisch et al., 
2012) and all experimental parameters were similar to those used previously (Kurosu et 
al., 2007, Ogawa et al., 2007, Yang et al., 2012). Despite successful differentiation of the 
pre-adipocytes to adipocytes as visually confirmed by phase contrast microscopy (data 
not available), problems were encountered with both bacterial and fungal infections in 
this cell type, which worsened throughout the differentiation process. Although only cells 
with no visible infection were used in these experiments, underlying infections could not 
be ruled out, and might explain the unexpected responses of the cells to the different 
FGFs including lack of dose response with high concentrations of FGF1 and a general 
lack of response with commercially obtained control endocrine FGFs (Figure 4.15). In 
this case, being able to assess secondary structural fold of the recombinant FGFs using 
biophysical methods was very useful in validation of the refolding methods used here, 
despite only providing little and indirect information about bioactivity of the refolded 
FGFs. The SPR experiments revealed that the endocrine FGFs were probably only 
partially active or conformationally heterogeneous (section 4.3.6). This might reflect the 
intrinsic problem with in vitro protein refolding leading to the creation of a 
heterogeneously folded mixture of proteins. The homogeneity of this mixture could be 
improved by adding orthogonal chromatographic techniques to the purification such as 
ion exchange and reverse phase chromatography, although these were unsuccessful in 
this study and dramatically reduced the final purified protein yields (data not shown). 
Alternatively, it might reflect the fact that both refolded FGFs demonstrated instability as 
they visibly degraded over time with FGF19 degrading faster than FGF21 (Figures 4.13 
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and 4.14), and in fact this was also observed for recombinant FGF19 and FGF21 proteins 
produced by others, for example (Asada et al., 2009). Protein degradation over time 
might therefore be a more plausible explanation since all FGFs appeared to be correctly 
folded when assessed by CD spectroscopy (Figure 4.17) but then appeared to be 
heterogeneous during SPR experiments performed a few weeks later. Interestingly, 
other groups have used mammalian, insect and yeast cell systems to express 
recombinant endocrine FGFs (Xie et al., 1999, Inagaki et al., 2005, Micanovic et al., 
2009, Wu et al., 2011). It could be worth pursuing this experimental course considering 
the success of mammalian expression systems in this work in producing large quantities 
of the extracellular FGFR1c protein as discussed above. Stabilising mutations could be 
introduced to the FGFs such as those used to engineer long-acting FGF21 therapeutic 
biologic molecules (Table 4.3), however this would result in non-native protein and is a 
less favoured option. Finally, only freshly prepared FGF19 and FGF21 proteins should 
be used to ensure minimal degradation and maximal activity are maintained during 
experiments. 
 
4.4.4 Recombinant βKlotho protein production – an experimental bottleneck? 
In this work, the primary limitation was the lack of sufficient quantities of βKlotho protein 
expression for purification. This impeded experimental analyses of ternary signalling 
complexes in vitro including the much sought βKlotho and binary and ternary complex 
structural information. Although small quantities of extracellular and full length βKlotho 
could eventually be expressed (Figures 4.19 and 4.20), further optimisation of the 
detergent extraction and purification methods and large scale-ups will be needed before 
sufficient quantities of this protein can be robustly extracted from mammalian cells. In 
previous work, human βKlotho (1-992) was expressed and purified from HEK 293F cells 
(Yie et al., 2009). Mouse orthologues of αKlotho (35-982) and βKlotho (53-995) were 
also expressed and purified from HEK 293F cells in three studies performed by the same 
group (Goetz et al., 2012a, Goetz et al., 2012b, Goetz et al., 2010). A chimeric mouse 
αKlotho ectodomain with a C-terminal fusion to human IgG1 Fc (Tohyama et al., 2004) 
and the corresponding human αKlotho orthologue (Yamazaki et al., 2010) were also 
previously expressed and purified from the conditioned medium of CHO cells. In this 
study, it was not possible to detect similar secretion of βKlotho into the conditioned 
medium from CHO cells or HEK 293F cells, despite small amounts of intracellular 
expression being observed (Figure 4.19c and 4.19f). The constructs used in this work 
have slightly different N- and C-terminal boundaries (by a few amino acids) compared to 
some of the constructs used in the previous studies (Yie et al., 2009). Optimisation of 
the construct boundaries, secretion signal peptides and expression conditions in the 
mammalian systems used in this work should eventually lead to the successful secretion 
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of βKlotho ectodomain for purification. Much of the eagerly awaited molecular 
information required for a complete understanding of these complexes and their 
pathophysiological roles will continue to rely on the ability to produce sufficient quantities 
(and of a high purity) of the Klotho proteins. 
 
4.4.5 Preliminary characterisation of binary endocrine FGF-FGFR complexes 
With the protein components that were possible to produce recombinantly in this work, 
preliminary protein-protein binding experiments were performed using FGF19, FGF21 
and the ectodomain of FGFR1c. It was initially attempted to analyse these interactions 
between FGF19-FGFR1c and FGF21-FGFR1c using ITC to probe the energetics, 
kinetics and stoichiometries of the binary ligand-receptor interactions. However, it was 
found to be challenging to use this technique to characterise FGF-FGFR interactions, 
partly due to the very small released heats of interaction (Figure 4.22). This led to 
attempts to reproduce the binary interaction data generated previously for FGF19-
FGFR1c and FGF21-FGFR1c (Goetz et al., 2012b), albeit using a longer length and 
more physiologically relevant FGFR1c construct (D1-D3) than the published version (D2-
D3, lacking the D1 domain). Preliminary SPR experiments yielded KD values two orders 
of magnitude lower than those published in the above study (Table 4.6). These 
discrepancies between the two datasets could reflect several possibilities. Firstly, in this 
work, the FGFR1c construct used comprised the additional D1 domain whose role in 
binding to endocrine FGFs and/or Klotho-co-receptors has not been fully elucidated, as 
most biochemical and biophysical analyses have utilised the shorter length FGFR1c D2-
D3 construct (discussed above). Additionally, the FGFR1c protein produced in this work 
was glycosylated due to production from mammalian cells (Figure 4.21), whereas the 
D2-D3 protein in the published study was refolded from bacterial inclusion bodies and 
so was not glycosylated. Since stronger binding between endocrine FGFs and FGFR1c 
was observed in this work using the glycosylated D1-D3 construct compared to the 
published study using the non-glycosylated D2-D3 construct (Table 4.6), this works 
tentatively suggests that the D1 domain and/or specific glycosyl moieties might play a 
role in the endocrine FGF-FGFR interaction, although previous studies have proposed 
roles for the D2 and D3 domains in the FGF-FGFR interaction (Goetz et al., 2012a, Gupte 
et al., 2011, Wu et al., 2011). Additionally, no studies have methodically investigated the 
importance of glycosylation in the binary and/or ternary complexes. Further experiments, 
including using a control paracrine FGF such as FGF1, and both glycosylated and non-
glycosylated proteins, are needed to verify these data. Secondly, the likely heterogeneity 
of the refolded FGFs and analyte protein sticking to the SPR microfluidics added 
complexity to the analysis of these data, as evidenced by the shape of the steady-state 
binding curves (Figure 4.23). More robust preparations of protein and optimisation of the 
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SPR buffer conditions are required to improve the SPR data quality to extract reliable 
information about binding affinity and kinetics. In this work, it was not possible to fit the 
data to any kinetic model, and in fact little kinetic data has been reported for any 
endocrine FGF-FGFR interactions, with one study attempting to perform kinetic 
experiments with these complexes in cells (Yang et al., 2012). This could reflect the 
inherent complexity of the interactions, which might involve transient or constitutive 
homodimerisation of FGF ligands and/or FGFRs in solution in addition to the FGF-FGFR 
heterodimerisation that these experiments attempt to report on. Such biological 
complexity cannot be modelled by the ‘simple’ 1:1 or 2:1 kinetic models inbuilt into the 
SPR analytical software. In any case, these preliminary binding experiments provide a 
useful starting point to further probe these interactions. Further optimisations of these 
experiments will provide more accurate information about the true affinities and kinetics 
involved in binding of the endocrine FGFs to FGFR1c, and can eventually be extended 
to similar analyses of the ternary complexes involving Klotho proteins. This information 
will then eventually inform the clinical development of FGF21 and its biologic drug 
candidates for anti-diabetes and anti-obesity treatments, and of anti-FGF19 therapeutics 
in cancer. 
 
4.5 Summary 
 
In summary, this work laid the foundations for future experiments to study the protein-
protein interactions within endocrine FGFR signalling complexes from a structural, 
biophysical and biochemical perspective. Homology models of the βKlotho KL domains 
were generated to aid in experimental planning and these will also aid structure-based 
drug design in the future in the absence of any Klotho atomic structures. Progress was 
made in recombinant protein production and quality control, with the indication that 
mammalian expression systems might perform better when attempting to produce large 
quantities of extracellular proteins for biophysical studies. Preliminary characterisations 
of protein-protein interactions involved in βKlotho endocrine signalling complexes were 
performed similarly to those performed by others with a slightly different construct, and 
possible explanations for deviations from the published study in the early results were 
suggested based on the slightly different experimental conditions used in this work. 
Methods and experiments tested and found to be unproductive will guide future studies 
based on progress established in this work. Overall, the priority for the future is 
production of βKlotho protein in sufficient quantities to allow determination of the much-
awaited molecular information of ternary endocrine FGFR signalling complexes. This is 
needed to inform the rational development of therapeutics for targeting deregulated 
endocrine FGFR signalling involved in metabolic pathologies and cancer. 
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Chapter 5: Conclusions and Perspectives 
 
In this thesis, two aspects of the diverse modes of FGFR signalling involved in cancer 
and several other adverse pathologies were investigated. In Chapter 3, a comprehensive 
panel of 25 missense substitutions identified in the FGFR KD was assembled and the 
variant KD proteins produced. The impacts of these cancer-associated variants on 
activation, catalysis, substrate binding affinity and stability of the FGFR KD were 
assessed using biochemical and biophysical in vitro assays. The most interesting 
mutations identified from in vitro assays were further investigated in model stable cell 
lines in the context of the full length receptor, and their effects on downstream signalling 
and transformation were assessed. In Chapter 4, several protein components of 
endocrine FGFR signalling complexes involving endocrine ligands FGF19 and FGF21, 
FGFR1c and the FGFR co-receptor β-Klotho were produced and preliminarily 
characterised. The early stages of a project aiming to investigate the protein-protein 
interactions in the ternary endocrine signalling complexes from structural, biophysical 
and biochemical perspectives was therefore established. In this Chapter, the key findings 
from this thesis will be summarised and discussed, including a synoptic discussion 
linking common concepts between the two subject areas and cancer. The importance of 
this study will be linked to the current status of cancer-related FGFR and RTK therapies 
undergoing clinical trials, stressing the importance of a progression towards a patient-
personalised approach to targeted therapeutics in combating cancer. 
  
5.1 Why study cancer-associated point mutations? 
 
In Chapter 3, the importance of both genetic hotspot and non-hotspot mutations as 
oncogenic drivers in FGFRs was highlighted, with a focus on missense substitutions in 
cancer, although oncogenic fusion proteins and FGFR gene amplifications also play 
important roles in oncogenesis (Turner and Grose, 2010, Gallo et al., 2015). A similar 
phenomenon could apply to other kinases (and even other oncogenes and tumour 
suppressor genes) in cancer. In this work, known and new potential driver mutations in 
the FGFR KD were identified using a combination of in vitro and cell-based assays while 
several mutations were classified as probable passenger mutations, and some were 
hypothesised to be oncogenic in the optimal cellular environment. This work therefore 
contributes to the growing understanding of the oncogenic mechanisms and functions of 
oncogenic driver mutations in FGFRs, adding to knowledge for those previously 
identified as drivers in FGFR3 (section 3.1). Defining specific FGFR aberrations that are 
most likely to benefit from specific targeted therapies in the clinic will hopefully help to 
boost the success of candidate drugs currently in clinical trials. Studies using a 
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combination of complementary assays similar to those in this work could be employed 
for other kinases, to better link the currently biased genetic data in mutation databases 
to function. Particularly, this will be useful for kinases that are also drug targets for various 
diseases. Such interdisciplinary studies will help to validate new oncogenic driver 
mutations which can then be tested in vivo to confirm their oncogenicity and assess the 
oncogene dependency of tumours on individual aberrations. In addition, experimental 
datasets such as that generated in this work using large panels of mutations can help to 
improve the ability of computational algorithms to predict the pathogenicity of new gain-
of-function mutations that are constantly being identified from the ongoing international 
cancer genome sequencing projects. This will ultimately accelerate the process by which 
new driver mutations can be pre-clinically experimentally validated as therapeutic targets 
to inform specific targeting in clinical trials. 
 
5.2 Why study Klotho-dependent endocrine signalling complexes? 
 
In Chapter 4, less-well researched endocrine FGFR signalling complexes involving the 
βKlotho FGFR co-receptor were preliminarily characterised from a biochemical and 
biophysical perspective. This study was performed due to endocrine signalling being 
deregulated in various metabolic disorders and cancer. In the case of metabolic 
diseases, the focus has so far been on developing FGF21 and related analogues as 
agonist treatments for a range of metabolic diseases including diabetes, obesity and 
ageing (Table 4.3). In cancer, FGF19 amplification has been identified as the driver 
mutation for a subset of liver cancers for which it also confers sensitivity to FGFR-specific 
inhibition (Sawey et al., 2011, Guagnano et al., 2012), making this branch of endocrine 
signalling a relatively new therapeutic target. 
 
Additionally, endocrine signalling is also found deregulated in response to targeted 
inhibition of oncogenic FGFR signalling in the clinic, due to inhibition of FGF23-αKlotho 
signalling (Brown et al., 2005, Nogova et al., 2017). Currently, anti-FGFR targeting using 
pan-FGFR inhibitors results in side-effects due to these on-target toxicities. These 
FGF23 signalling-related on-target toxicities arise because FGFR signalling regulates a 
plethora of cellular functions, so potent inhibition of oncogenic FGFR signalling also has 
knock-on adverse effects on normal ‘beneficial’ FGFR signalling (such as through 
FGF23) in vivo. Targeting these on-target adverse effects of potent pan-FGFR inhibitors 
therefore requires a molecular understanding of the mechanisms giving rise to these 
toxicities, which occur due to the co-occurrence of paracrine and endocrine signalling in 
vivo. Molecular studies of endocrine Klotho-dependent signalling complexes are 
therefore urgently needed to complement the existing wealth of information about 
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paracrine signalling, so that appropriate data-driven dosing regimens can be 
implemented in current clinical trials with potent pan-FGFR inhibitors. Molecular 
information will also aid the rational design of agonists to target and activate specific 
‘beneficial’ signalling complexes alongside inhibition of canonical ‘oncogenic’ FGFR 
signalling, to help to alleviate the on-target toxicities caused by clinical pan-FGFR 
inhibition. One example of an agonist (effective against the FGFR1c-βKlotho complex, 
Table 4.3) has recently entered pre-clinical development (Sakamoto et al., 2016). 
However, in general, the Klotho-dependent sub-axes of FGFR signalling need to be 
better studied from a molecular perspective to rationally address several of these clinical 
problems. 
 
5.3 Challenges and opportunities of targeting aberrant FGFR signalling 
 
There are several challenges associated with targeting aberrant FGFR signalling in the 
clinic. As previously mentioned, the field of specific FGFR-targeting in the clinic has so 
far lagged behind other RTKs despite pre-clinical evidence implicating several aspects 
of FGFR signalling in oncogenesis. The importance of patient selection through 
identifying subsets of patients with specific FGFR aberrations for a personalised 
approach to treatment in the clinic has already been stressed in this work. In addition, 
the success of anti-FGFR targeting in the clinic has so far been variable despite pre-
clinical models validating FGFRs as promising therapeutic targets. This is probably due 
to a combination of variable addiction of tumours to aberrant FGFR signalling and tumour 
heterogeneity (including heterogeneity of FGFR aberrations within a cancer) which might 
limit the efficacy of single-agent targeted therapies. Toxic effects of targeted therapies in 
the clinic currently result in withdrawal of treatments (including early termination of 
clinical trials) and/or dose reductions which limit the potential to eliminate a tumour. 
Finally, it is widely known that cancers evolve and respond to therapeutic inhibition by 
acquiring mechanisms of resistance to targeted therapies. These challenges associated 
with clinical FGFR targeting are discussed further below, emphasising the importance of 
this work, and highlighting aspects where further efforts should focus to improve the 
outcomes of personalised anti-FGFR therapy. These concepts are summarised in Figure 
5.1. 
 
5.3.1 Importance of patient selection based on specific FGFR aberrations 
The first challenge of patient selection has already been discussed in this work. It is clear 
from both pre-clinical and clinical evidence that the importance of considering specific 
aberrations in FGFRs (and other oncogenes) is crucial for distinguishing between 
oncogenic driver and passenger mutations (Greenman et al., 2007, Guagnano et al., 
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2012, Patani et al., 2016). In this work, it was shown that of the hundreds of mutations 
found in FGFRs, only a subset are activating and an even smaller subset are strongly 
transforming. An additional complication arises because distinct aberrations are only 
observed infrequently in the clinic, making it difficult to define stratified populations of 
patients that will benefit most from specific targeted therapies. Studies that functionally 
characterise large panels of cancer-associated mutations as in this work to distinguish 
between oncogenic driver and passenger mutations will help towards defining patient 
subsets that are most likely to present opportunities to respond to specific FGFR 
inhibitors in the clinic. This strategy must be undertaken alongside patient screening prior 
to treatment to identify the specific genetic aberrations within each tumour. This will help 
to provide treatment options with the best monotherapy or combinations of anti-FGFR 
therapies to boost the translation of the pre-clinical efficacy of candidate drugs to the 
clinic. Furthermore, an understanding of the mechanisms by which different mutations 
affect sensitivity to therapeutics can help to define different treatment options for patients 
based on their aberrations. For example, more specific inhibition of FGFR2 or FGFR3 
using therapeutic antibodies which target the extracellular domains might be useful for 
tumours in which mutations in the KD alter conformation of the intracellular region and 
so reduce sensitivity to small molecule inhibitors targeting the KD, without affecting the 
ectodomains. These and more molecular selection approaches are recently beginning 
to be applied in the clinic (Andre et al., 2011). 
 
5.3.2 Validating oncogene addiction status of a tumour to an FGFR aberration 
Often pre-clinical identification of oncogenic driver mutations is insufficient to translate to 
clinical responses to targeted inhibition. An additional complication comes from growing 
evidence that only subsets of cancers harbouring FGFR aberrations are oncogene-
addicted to the altered FGFR signalling, and it is currently difficult to predict which 
subsets these might be without in vivo data. Tumours that are not dependent on the 
aberrant FGFR signalling for proliferation and survival are less likely to respond to anti-
FGFR treatments. Therefore, alongside identifying driver FGFR aberrations as in this 
work, the next important step should include validation of the oncogene addiction status 
of a tumour to its aberration(s). For example, despite FGFR1 amplification being the 
most frequent aberration in FGFRs across tumours (Carter et al., 2015, Helsten et al., 
2016) and demonstrating sensitivity to targeted therapies that is associated with 
amplification status in pre-clinical models (Shiang et al., 2010, Weiss et al., 2010, 
Guagnano et al., 2012), in vivo evidence suggests that FGFR1 is not a dominant 
oncogene (Babina and Turner, 2017). It has been suggested that higher FGFR copy-
number amplification (and therefore overexpression), the downstream signalling 
pathways activated and co-aberrant genes present in the same tumour all affect 
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oncogene dependency, defining small subsets of patients likely to benefit from FGFR1 
targeting, such as in breast cancer (Bedussi et al., 2014). 
 
 
 
 
Figure 5.1 The challenges of clinical FGFR-targeting. A summary of the current 
challenges that need to be addressed for a future personalised approach to successful 
anti-FGFR targeting in the clinic. Addressing these areas should lead to therapies 
eventually being approved on the basis of anti-FGFR targeting. This thesis makes a 
novel contribution to some of the pre-clinical aspects of these challenges. 
 
 
 
Conversely, FGF19 amplification has been demonstrated to be an inhibitor-sensitive 
oncogenic driver aberration in pre-clinical hepatocellular carcinoma models, but not in 
other cancers (Sawey et al., 2011, Guagnano et al., 2012, Futami et al., 2017). This is 
dependent on the co-expression of βKlotho, and together these observations correlate 
with in vivo evidence showing that FGF19 overexpression is tumourigenic in mice (Ge et 
al., 2012). This provides a stronger case for the context dependency and oncogenicity 
of FGF19 amplification in cancer. Although no clinical evidence is yet available, this early 
pre-clinical evidence suggests that tumours overexpressing FGF19 in the presence of 
βKlotho and FGFR4 are likely to define a subset of hepatocellular carcinomas likely to 
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benefit from specific targeting of the FGF19-FGFR4-βKlotho signalling complex. In 
contrast, complexes with FGFR1c-βKlotho are thought to regulate the metabolic roles of 
FGF19. Therefore, specific targeting of FGFR4 might produce less adverse side-effects 
than the current strategy of pan-FGFR targeting, by inhibiting only oncogenic effects of 
FGF19 signalling without affecting its ‘beneficial’ metabolic roles. Anti-FGFR4 inhibitors 
currently in pre-clinical development or in clinical trials are listed in Table 4.3. Two new 
clinical trials against hepatocellular carcinomas in patients specifically harbouring FGF19 
amplification (using the pan-FGFR inhibitor JNJ-42756493) or expressing FGFR4 and 
βKlotho (using a new FGFR4 inhibitor NVP-FGF401) are currently underway (Table 4.3). 
However, validation of the oncogene addiction status of FGF19-βKlotho signalling in the 
clinic is still required from these ongoing clinical trials to confirm the hypothesised roles 
of FGFR1c/FGFR4 in mediating the different FGF19 dependent signalling outcomes, 
which are currently controversial (section 4.1). Progress made towards the molecular 
characterisation of FGF19 endocrine signalling complexes as in this work with FGFR1c 
and in future studies with FGFR4 will aid the rational design of targeted agonists or 
antagonists against FGF19-βKlotho complexes in the different contexts of hepatocellular 
carcinomas and in metabolic diseases. 
 
As a final example, despite the diversity of point mutations and oncogenic fusions found 
in FGFRs in cancer (particularly in FGFR3 and FGFR2), many of which are transforming 
and inhibitor-sensitive in pre-clinical models as shown in this work and by others 
(Tomlinson et al., 2007b, di Martino et al., 2009, Singh et al., 2012, Byron et al., 2013, 
Liao et al., 2013, Williams et al., 2013, Wu et al., 2013, Patani et al., 2016), not much is 
known about the specific effects of each mutation on oncogene addiction to FGFR 
signalling in tumours. Observations from several of the above studies suggest that 
tumours harbouring oncogenic fusions might confer greater inhibitor sensitivity than 
those harbouring individual point mutations, but individual point mutations also confer 
differing degrees of inhibitor sensitivity (as discussed in section 3.4). It is not known 
whether this is due to greater oncogene dependence of the tumour models on fusion-
dependent signalling, or whether point mutations alter inhibitor efficacy compared to the 
fusion proteins which tend to have a ‘WT’ protein sequence (against which most drug 
candidates are validated), reducing inhibitor potency. Direct comparisons between the 
impacts of oncogenic fusions and point mutations on inhibitor sensitivity have rarely been 
made, and should be prioritised in the future. In this work, a large panel of FGFR3 KD 
mutations was ranked by their activation status and ability to transform cells, forming a 
pre-clinical basis for the identification of potential oncogenic driver point mutations. The 
addiction status of tumours to these point mutations and to all types of FGFR aberrations 
(including FGFR fusions) will need to be validated by data from the ongoing clinical trials. 
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5.3.3 The problem of on-target toxicities due to clinical pan-FGFR targeting 
To date, there are still no approved therapies based on FGFR-targeting, but both multi-
kinase and FGFR-specific (pan-FGFR) inhibitors are undergoing clinical trials on this 
basis. The results from these clinical studies revealed that inhibitors with different target 
specificities ultimately displayed varied toxicity profiles. Multi-kinase inhibitors that co-
target other closely related RTKs such as VEGFRs, PDGFRs and KIT with nanomolar 
efficacy tended to exhibit off-target adverse effects due to co-inhibition of these other 
RTKs (Dieci et al., 2013, Shah et al., 2013b, Dienstmann et al., 2014, Soria et al., 2014). 
This led to rapid development of specific anti-FGFR targeted agents, of which many 
small molecule inhibitors target several FGFRs (most commonly FGFR1-3 which have 
the most similar KDs) (Table 1.4). However, due to the pleiotropism of FGFR signalling 
in all types of tissues and organs, potent FGFR-specific therapies were found to exhibit 
adverse on-target toxicities in vivo. Predominantly, these include hyperphosphatemia-
mediated tissue calcification and bone mineralisation due to inhibition of FGF23-αKlotho 
endocrine signalling which regulates vitamin D and phosphate homeostasis (Brown et 
al., 2005, Nogova et al., 2017). Nevertheless, it is believed that these toxicities are 
manageable (Herbert et al., 2014) and that the more favourable toxicity profiles of pan-
FGFR inhibitors suggest they are still overall better clinical candidates than multi-kinase 
inhibitors for FGFR targeting (Dieci et al., 2013, Dienstmann et al., 2014). However, 
studying oncogenic mutations will ultimately be required to define which inhibitors should 
be used for the most efficacious targeting of different subsets of FGFR aberrations. In 
order to limit knock-on inhibition of FGF23 signalling inhibitors, doses of potent FGFR 
inhibitors and inclusion of co-treatments for expected toxicities in treatment regimens 
should be carefully controlled. Alternatively, FGF-ligand traps such as the clinical 
candidate FP-1039 can be used, since early clinical data suggest that this molecule does 
not cause endocrine FGF-related toxicities (Herbert et al., 2014). Additionally, using 
FGFR2- or FGFR3-specific therapeutic antibodies (that have just entered early Phase I 
clinical trials, Table 1.4) for tumours harbouring aberrations of these genes might 
alleviate toxicities that potentially occur through FGF23-αKlotho-FGFR1 complexes 
(although this is yet to be validated clinically). Characterisation of FGF23-αKlotho 
signalling complexes to determine the FGFR isoform specificity of its phosphate 
homeostatic effects, and to aid in the design of new agonists targeting these complexes, 
will greatly help in management of the FGF23-dependent clinical toxicities, and will allow 
higher doses of FGFR inhibitors to be used in cancer targeting. Together, this will 
hopefully help to eliminate FGFR-aberrant tumours. 
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5.3.4 Tumour mechanisms of acquired resistance to targeted therapies 
Currently, dosing limitations or even treatment withdrawal of potent FGFR inhibitors due 
to on-target toxicities contribute to the next challenge of clinical FGFR inhibition: the 
development of acquired resistance mutations by tumours. The observation of acquired 
gatekeeper mutations in FGFRs and other RTKs in response to targeted ATP-
competitive inhibitors has already been discussed in detail in sections 1.1.2 and 3.1.6 as 
a major limitation of optimal efficacy for this class of FGFR inhibitors. The acquisition of 
resistance point mutations by tumours should continue to be anticipated as clinical trials 
progress, however it should be noted that gatekeeper FGFR mutations (and other 
mutations associated with inhibitor resistance) confer resistance to different degrees 
against individual inhibitors (Bunney et al., 2015, Byron et al., 2013, Patani et al., 2016, 
Chell et al., 2013). This work also suggests that FGFR3-N540K, the gatekeeper FGFR3-
V555M and several other activating FGFR3 mutations likely impart different degrees of 
resistance to ATP-competitive inhibitors due to their increased affinities for ATP (Figure 
3.14d). Those inhibitors that retain efficacy (based on pre-clinical testing in the above 
studies) could still be tested clinically in the event of resistance mutations in a tumour. 
Additionally, the recent development of second-generation irreversible inhibitors that 
bind covalently in the ATP-binding pocket through a P-loop cysteine residue conserved 
in FGFRs (Tan et al., 2014, Huang et al., 2015) are capable of maintaining their efficacy 
against gatekeeper and other resistance mutations in the ATP-binding pocket. Further 
clinical development of these molecules might help to provide second-line treatments 
against tumours refractory to currently used FGFR targeted therapies due to acquired 
resistance. In vitro assays as developed in this work can be used to identify mutations 
likely to confer resistance to ATP-competitive inhibitors and to screen new second-
generation inhibitors against large panels of FGFR variants to validate their efficacies 
prior to clinical development of lead compounds. 
 
Another recently observed mechanism of resistance in pre-clinical hepatocellular 
carcinoma models was to the multi-kinase inhibitor Sorafenib through activation of 
FGF19-FGFR4-βKlotho signalling, although these cells could be effectively targeted 
using a novel pan-FGFR inhibitor ASP5878 (Futami et al., 2017, Gao et al., 2017). 
Similar ‘escape’ mechanisms of resistance through targeting of another RTK, such as 
EGFR, have been shown to lead to resistance to the targeted therapy via activation of 
FGFR signalling (Crystal et al., 2014). Conversely, the opposite effect, whereby 
resistance to FGFR inhibitors occurs through activation of signalling via another RTK 
such as EGFR, has also been observed (Herrera-Abreu et al., 2013). Both mechanisms 
also occur with several other RTKs, already detailed in section 3.1.6, and this defines a 
different subset of clinical resistance mechanisms involving FGFRs and co-activation of 
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other oncogenes. These clear indications of crosstalk between RTKs that are co-
activated in cancer and their observed strategies to co-operatively develop and maintain 
oncogenic signalling networks in the event of monotherapy against a single RTK highlight 
the emerging importance of dual- or multi-targeted inhibition in such cancers. In this 
work, preliminary data suggested there was indeed crosstalk between different signalling 
pathways activated in model FGFR3 point mutated cell lines. In these contexts, 
monotherapies will ultimately be ineffective and might even facilitate the development of 
acquired resistance through oncogene switching. This will be particularly dependent on 
whether the tumour is addicted to signalling via the RTK being targeted. Similarly, other 
non-RTK oncogenes and downstream signalling proteins have also been observed to be 
co-activated with FGFRs in specific cancers (di Martino et al., 2016). Therefore, as 
discussed in this Chapter, understanding the oncogenic status of specific FGFR 
aberrations, those of other oncogenes, and the addiction status of the tumour to each of 
these and whether they activate common downstream signalling pathways will pave the 
way to administration of optimal multi-kinase inhibitors or combinations of monotherapies 
against resilient tumours in the clinic. 
 
5.4 Conclusions 
 
In summary, this work studied the impacts of 25 cancer-associated FGFR KD mutations 
on kinase activation, kinetics, catalysis and stability of the KD in vitro, as well as on 
transformation and downstream signalling in a cellular model. It was shown that all 
hotspot mutations are not necessarily activating, while non-hotspot mutations might in 
fact be highly activating (such as the newly identified R669G). The context-dependency 
of the oncogenic nature of activating mutations was also hypothesised based on these 
studies. In parallel, early progress was made towards the expression and purification of 
proteins and the analysis of βKlotho dependent endocrine FGFR signalling complexes 
which are involved in oncogenesis of specific subsets of cancers and in the manifestation 
of adverse responses to targeted clinical FGFR inhibition. Finally, the importance of 
identifying specific molecular determinants driving cancers, in order to inform targeted 
clinical therapeutics, was discussed. Together, this work summarises and contributes to 
the current status of progress made towards personalised approaches to FGFR targeting 
which should have real applications for patients in the clinic in the near future. 
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